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TrafarT UT^f^ -jIN qRuim 

32/l/2001-i)'jflH'^.— '^nw ^[TWR. 1995 ^ STltlf^RnT, 


1975 3i^ (i^f^ ^3it ^ ^ ^ 3TR^ 

^ 1^£jktTT) i^m, 1995 ^ HTR ^ 


W. 

2. PiHf^R^d ytffTm 3mit Rf t:- 

( i) ^nf^Rirr^ klddM^dld Rlf^RR^ RRT %) l^d'4T ^ 

vjdiu R?r 3tR ^ RPlHldl ^ foRad diRicM FRT ft, RHR^ 

Rr4^,5rRft^ #7 ^RiiRiii (f^r% ^7# rtr ^ t) ^ ^ ^ 

RFT ^ Plil'ifeid ^j1fKfcR7 (f^ RTR RRT t) ^ 3TR1R 


cTRRT RRT t I 


J76C( Gl /('oi 






I HE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTR AOR DINAR ^ 


|R \lt I I Si I I I 


( jj J -tiTTTr ij’ 'TT^ % 'W WtT % I, -f-T^ nn^'-U-Jn ^ r ^ 

-tt' 'tfn ^ % ■Nti Ttt ^ ^ r • 

cP) 4o f^fTRPT ^ sft, 49-50, 26, 

^f 1^ t I 

^0 cfT^trferl^ Lf^l^eisf RjIhcrcXI f^O, f^RT^ cfTRltcRT, 97, Mio^ ^cft^I, 
RTlelR^ldl ^ f" I 

^) ^0 ^f^dYd ferf^r^, f^'HcRI cf^RTtenr T7IT-14, cfFfT^ t^pJT, ^ 

f^ t I 

^ 3P^ TTYc^ vid^l^Y 3Taii^ ^0 Y^[cj^%fKRT ^ c^lncmi f^o, ; 

3ff7 4o f^O, -^fSRTPTT % ^llftchl ^ t I 

( iii) ?rTf£(Tf^ ^ sjqcb^W t^rrFT 5 ^ ^ (5) ^ 3t^ttn ^ ^ 

c5 'i ^cj ij ^ ^ Tpr 5fRT ^ ^ wtY ^r 

sTT^ftR sfk ^c^iiRdi ^ I 

( iv)5nter5t ^ tRtp 3T^^ I ^ 

5501.30 cfSTT 5503.30 ^ 3T^ 317% ^ kjdBfcl^P ^ 3TRn%t %r qT^£% 

cf% cJtt^ Wr 28 3FR?r, 2001 ^ ^3TT?t f%T% 

TTRd; ^ TT^m, 3RTRim % MchiRw Rfvm "'rit i 

( v) TTiter^ % ^ f%4Wr, 3TPTWr, TRti1%Tj?ptr sfR RjcpmdWrsit ci% 
TJcTTT ^ ^ ?ri% ^T«n S3% 3N% fcRlN fclR^TT ^ YT 3R^ Wf ^ 
3T^TR SRRT f?5Tn I 

( vi ) 3TTf%^5T?t % f%^ 6 c% (s) STJTTR TT%t flRT Pl-uldR^I sfR 

iTRd % ^FT^^Tff c% ^dNITTl' ^ T||Rl4)T ^ 5rf% cfRcfT# I 

( vii) 5nf^<T>i^l % PinfciR^d Pi did 4% cpr ^dni ■^j'Tctw 4>yp fen? w^dicicfl 

%S3ft I 
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^|R44V.<I^ 19, 

42103, 

I 

41538, ^^rpTR 

tcT^ 

35ff ^ fcFTT cTcf^ rj^ 

^^TfHt I 

TTTf%^ TT 
qicbR^K'l 
14727 jt^rRr^ 

^441 

^ ^ fe-'ij 

61 352 ^ ^ft;^. 

^4^ I 
aicpRf^ 

tTT^T^ 

1-^- 

qcilc^nichef cptf^rRT 

I!t-RR^ RTr^RT TfTR'l^, 

q^4RT 

'i)f^4l ffhel'i 

qfthfcTqo 43T^4^ rs41'jf4 
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THE G A2ETTE OF INDIA. EXTRAORDIN ARY 


|P \KI 1 -Sh , 11 


TTri^ 

cf^r^ 215, 

fieTRF >:TI^m105804-902, 

TTTsft ^fr^, 

tlHlcl 

( viii) ^ ^ ^rcii^tf ^ ^ Wr ^ y%cT l^fnrr 

w epr aft? aryrsi fto W cn % ^ sM ^ ^ ^ 

Tm ^ 5r?^rT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i 

( ix) ^ PjHfcirjsiH vj4illcRl'l3ff/3TRirdcf^ XRTtf^TTTFft cf^ JR^TTcTeft ^ 

Sft:- 

^0 TMWT ^ ter f^o, 

^fld<3T'dl, 

40 '^I’xL'i, 

^ f^c^-110065 

4o ^ ter f^O, 

211, WT 
12, 

feft - 110008 
4o 5iTf^2i ^Her^wi f^o, 

TTRT - 4ltRT5^ 
cfr031T0 'Hl^filHI 
^feJ^TRT, 

MdN I 


Ao ^£^TTH 4^ 4JPRcT Rle^r 



[ ^ I—xrlT 1 ] 


'*TroT TTSTT^ : 


^f^TlTPTT - 1410011 

I 

^0 ^Ie14l ciilC'l Rt|R^I f^TcRT f^O, 
^f^^THT-141003 

40 f^WT ^cHIdl^ fc^O, 

# aft 144-145, 34-^ 

Tl’ilJ Id-160022 
^0 %rpft icKIdl^ f^, 
f^icii'Tl (f^rar- f^^frr^ 

^Riiiuii I 

40 ^ f^o, 

7lfc[ dliJK 'TjgT 

vj^^, 

'■IldW m I 

4o f^o, 

373, 

gfE^^THT-141003 

I 

7^ 1tf^, 

10,^ H'51'H'I 

4^-400 001 





TIlEGAZm’EOFINDlA.E' IRAORDINARY 


I P ar I I -Sii’. 1| 


( X) ?Tf^ ^ arf^rRcfrr r Tjpft sft ^ ift ^ ^ 

^ eJt I 

( xi ) 3 ?Tf^l' 5 ) % 'd>Hcf 5 gRT ^ ■?TT^v 5 jf^ ^ ^ fcrf^FT W[f€^ 

SRI TfTT c^ ■SRtpRfrjT 3??r ^ aft? vJ^T fp T^'lfSdt gRT ^ 

Icl^^ 'igcll I I 

( xii) ***** ^ ??T 3 Tflt^w ir qr^ gRT i,q^ ar^ 

^J^FTT ^ Uto t 3 ft? toft C^ cTM jnfetd^ ^ ^ ^ ft ^THT f I 
( xiii) ^ WRT # 1 arifR, 2000 ^ 31 jtt^, 2001 ^ cfft arcrfSt t I 
( xiv) ^ ^ ^ ?R£ft ;tj;€RTT ^ ^jjtw f^f^, ?ft anf anf, 

^ 'ft ■faft ^ eft I 

^nf^rantjRrf %n? 

3 . ijiRjc^icbxltaff f 3T?f f fi l Hl^R^d ^ f- 

i. cfftTH inf^ch-T f wcTF^T ^?qK f I 

ii. 'fsbfci?, TPT^ Ri^l^cf) cfft ?rfft ^j^IcTT frft t fv^RTf 

^ W cER ^ cEJT 90 % fr?n t I trf^tf^ ^^7T?iR 

R-^Mel R7l5«('<,'^fthfdcp ft 3TSJ^ Ijf^felcb ffR ft ‘^REdT f | 

?^t[^ ^^fdcp ft af? klfthf^cb fm T? ^ ifttfcRE ^ ?JtT f ^ 

anf t I i^l^ldcp aft? ^ f c^cr? eWif eft f^RTcfr ftft f I 

CRT fft f 1%dT ?fRn f ^?TcFt ffRR ^ ?Td 

f ^rffniRld aiRTT t I TfMfrcR cfiHcfl ^ ^ fcRT 

?rf%?8IW t I Tjfftf^ ^ ??^ld dPTd C^ ^ffcfj wfFT f fcRdT ^SfTcfT t\ 
^IthRieb 47i^6i'i ^ ?%RT, ’Ef^ afR afta'lPtcp ^t^ f ]^p=;T-ff^ ;rfRT fet^n ^ 
'(id^dl f I 



[■nn I—1 ] 


'MhiI 'sprf THTT^ : 


iii. (f^RT^ afR t) '(11^1 c^ 

3THfPT 65 ^ W5TT 5501.30 ofR 5503.30 3T?nf^ t I 

iv. gM 'ddllR'd XTi^ 3fR ^ ^ pRltf^d 

^ ^ fTTd 3tcR d# t I 'JTMfRr ^3^ ^ '^cMlRd' ofR ^ ^ 
3TRi'il^d \'fthR^c5 tpT^ ^ iffto 3fR f^rf^mW sTffRJiT afR w"i etrf^id^T, 

^ 3fR 'vJddH cf5tW, l^r^RR 3fR fc|WT cTSTT ^3Tr ^ 

^^ffcfRR f^^hdiaft 'c^ ^r ^JRTHdT t I ^ WR IPd vJdd'f^d 

>^f^fclc|o tpT^ ^ ^JcRT f^RFft C^ 3T8| ^ ^ ^ GTRURfd ^ 

^ '<1HM cR^ dMi ^JlNI dlf^V I 

V. dlRldJld^TlI vi^'ld ^ dfdPlRtRT cfR^ f' cRjlfch ^^'ftbf^cn tT^T^sR ^ 

dcMiqd ^dd’l f^'(d1( dddl t' I 

vi. ■R?T dcfi ^.c^. ^ ^r WIRT ^ ^EJ t, ^rrf^TcfjTWfatf' ^ ^ c^ ^f “Ef^ 
fsfsf^ ^ ^ STTETR R" '^TTcfJT didl fchdl f' I dlldcfiidTrll ^ ^ TrPTRI 

c^ f^ejtwT c^ 3fR iqfe c^ tftrtRr fctm t I W rp 

^r wRRET c^ Ti^Ei %, diRjci7i(^xi'i ^ c^tf 

JITO Cp^ "TfT t I ^3^#^ c^ 33dTK^ ^ ^ cpt 

^ Pfdld ^ JR^d f I 'cJ’^Bl'^ iTr% ^ ^ 

^WRfRRT dR^ ddWd EfRr^ ^ cPt Rratd d^ d^HfT cfj 3TTETR dR ^HIRT 
dd dldT f^RTT t I dcp dldfRr lijd feJflf^dl dd Rfdd t, d TRr dvIdRil ^ ^ ^ 
f^fshdl 3TqdT ^fRf^ ^ d^ ^ fordid dd RfTdd dRf dR% 
ddT t I d-6l'^ didylc^ij Rd ^ fld>lf^ld d^Hdl dT STTdR dR d^ dd^ ^fTRTift 
‘^ffheildl^^l^el d^t d^ldd d^ %dTd 4 ^ c^ did M’Rcpf^d ^K-iRldd 3TTdR 
dR RTTdRd ^ dd dTdT fcRdT t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pari 1 —Sfx\ 1 ] 


vii) illfxIcblcbrlM ^ W cb'idcMdl ^ Mcbll^ld 3TTcfT^ ^ TfieTR TT 

%Tt?T cfft^ cm t I mficicEichTiiaft ^ to, cmft?R, 

Mm ^ ^ ir mRcj^h M rtR jmNt cF ^ej Mm afrmm 
Mrm Mrm m rnmiMm M t' 


\ 111) iiiPcjchidTruGT cE TT^Tiiv, iiiFcicb' m Mpd. ^ '^^ll m ^ 

MfefcE imro? ^ m M ft ^ eJt M Mrcmfr m mrmcfe. 

T>lRiii mmommo, sccfl, mmm ^f^mm, msrr ci^dM m 

im^mr cf mrarmT m rnmEi t \jii-cj sfT ^ mr^m: tj^c[ murm ^ ejce mr mm 
^mTcT m m ^ mrmm m mror iM^rm mm m M ft ^ F 


iX) ^jcF m4m, rnmfteT m^n ^crntf^mr m f^imtmm mRm ^ kjf^lcicE Tmrfmm mr mici mm ^ 
t M MrMt fMm Mr m fm Mm TOimt m mM rprmrm rntm mm 
TOmi F mrmM mrmmM fMfr m mfm 3Mm # i 


x) Mm TO? mm m 3TrM m?r tot ^mcim #rt m 3 tM # 


\i) m«itg mmT m sTrmTmi m mrmR f^rnm ■gf f ' 


xii) TO 3 tM m mM mM mt mmTOT, aror TOTTm M Mt m Mr TO f 


xiii) TO tM m Mm TOtm m?r fM Mrm m ^ f , ^Mr, tott f^fro 

M m frm M ^ttMt mm TOmmsfr tot mrm m mrm ^ Mm Mrm mrm m^ 
mm mrar mfrf^ "mr mMt mr Tumid frm ft mm |t i 


xi^') 2000-01 ee Mm mM rnimr m 17 % m Mam M m4t tttf f 


mr M #a M mm ^msm mrfmt mr mfem .MrmrmT M ttr ^mrm m mrmm ^ttt f 





[MFTI— 
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XV) ilircjctJichTl'i cn^Pj<il ^ ^t^3FTTV y-dy ^ chl^ yjpff ^Qcic^d 3TRIT ^ ?TSTTf^, 

^ ^ ^cTef^ ^ t ?Tt ^ 'drMKH ^7^ 1^5RT^ 

y|vj1 dIy MRi<J>(?1 5nTT^ I 


xvi) xJc'TT^ cTFRT cMT vjR(d f^sf^ cf^^"d ^ cdlM^l c/^d cfft^TcfT ^Ty l^fc^cb 'dl^'^y,,^ 
yr ^3?fR cffr ^ wr f3 tt t 11;^ ^ y?td ^ wd ?Td yr 

^ cf^TRd try ^jdTT^ cTad ^ ^ w t f^ynyi ^ 

cyPM 'A\ dfr ?T TTT^ft t I 


xvii) yjy^ ^jerm arf^ yft^ ^ yt«r^ ^ yr ^rfecT 3TTJHctr ^ cRynr ^ y^ # 


(^) f^*jidcb1, dIKIIdctil, \iM<llcK1l3ft TT^ 31^ f^dai<6 ?J> 

4 PlHf^Rld RiJ^dcdl 3fry Pl^^dcb dddHl yT ^HrTy f ; 

i ) kichiyl^yi ■Jljcp f^O, 

ii) c^cW'Uci OTyicT ^Fn%n 

iii) kgyjqTd v'^i^v^ vjfli*H41i.'-d t;^;^ ch^41 cf> d?t, 

iv) v^idH vifIk'Hsil's'd dyjyiic^, \Ji4dl 

\ ) ^eyHynd yyiFT f^eifecFJ qyr^eRyr ^ (yftan^arRTT^^), fyteyr) 

5 dMy'lcW cf>n#Rfr gM ^rty .^T^Ej ETaTT/3TaRrT yjddT 

PiHi^ydy ?:- 


i) ^ f^o, ^ 

3T>Td driv yf 4o kjc^ylf^yH d diyd ^ dycj vftfTfcT^ kdTg«R d“tJl^I ^ yTT^T Myidy^ drdd 
Mf cf^tdd dy k^ftbr^cd d-i^^y cFd f^Rrtd d ^fRd d^tdd yydsfr ddd-dd w\ nyynd fddrr t 
^ dyy^ cP ^ ^PTy^ ^ ; 

'^=?6o Oil l^fo) -"5_ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


ii) ^0 

4o c^chmd cETTEft T ^ ^ ^ #?PT HSTT ^ 1998 3ftT 1999 ^ 

tttt TETT ^ cEt ET? Riljd) ^ Pm 3lk TT?f^ ^?]xKT 

nrgcT ^ t I cET 04I ^ TTJHN, cjff 'tTEfcl ^ ^ if 

M\jf|<^d cE gRT ^ ■‘iJl sft I HTc^ ^EjTR ^ I^seI ctOddl ^ eTTET 3 % 

fcpfTTmT ^ ETFTtT t cHilfch cF?r ^ -ElEMd 90-120 ^ Tll'twf^ld cfitE?T ^ 

ftrft ^ sfR TTTEE^ aZIlEI ^ 12 % cllfe ^ 3Tm-ETTT ^ t I Mh^E E oRf^lV-l ^ 

1 0 ^ TTTSJ y^ldlclcfl ^ 3 T 5 TTR tJOT ^JfR t | 


iii) ^ vipHt 

^ro ^S^JETE: E fcEET ^ f^ clc^dld E lEl^cjy EE EETTEE 'TfR E 

ERE Wr ^TRET IEUTE E# ER T# f I 1990 E EE IRE f^E El EYETE JJcT ERE?! 
ESE ^TTcF^ TRT^ ^cbl^Tfl E 1990 ^ E7RF ^ ^]WTE EE^ EE ^JETTEE ^ ER 

f^ET ^ I ^yiTcEs', d'^'lH EEETcTcft EE \3 tR E^ f^ET ^ ' 


i\) <^ih1h ^^reeJ, EnHt 

^0 ^IdH EftRE^tRE E I^EE f fcF E EER EETR EfrEE^TEE 

Eftbi^E) EE^ER E^ fcrf&E^ RrRlf&EE^ t I fRRE^ WEET 1 yfTcT^, 2001 EE ^ ElJt 

I -E^,2000 ET^,2001 El ^klE REE^ EEE-fl E^ f^rE^E 994 ^.EE El ^ E I ftl ERF 

E#T E^ TTETE El ^tRR EEE^ EREfl E? fEETE 1337 4t0 EE El ^ R SlR FR EEER ERE 

REf^f R E^ ERE R Riej EEE1 EIRlER E ETET RE E 26% E^ EEft 3E^ t I ERE E 

REEE 1,20,000 EE a I cd E^ Rid 75EE E?f d,ddl E ERE 3141^ El cflyM EEEE ETER? 

f^RET REEE 0.8% ET sfR fE EIRR IFRT El RT2I ^ ER^ E^ EEEEETT (EJEEE T^ET 

EE?ft fEEET TH TT^ER ) E^ Elt# 75EE E# ETE f I EE^ 3T^ER ETPE TTEf^ W ^RTE 

ERcfrE ER^ RfE?f^ RTFER EEEEEE E^ REEE 93-94 % E?1 EEETEET ER EF f^TWTEE 

E?M t ETT TE^E fEEE R yRTTE E^ TIRTE Ei ERTER TIEET RRE rTEEI t I R^#E TTJRTE 

%ET ^REE R TTRRtE %EE7TE EE RRRE ER RTET ElflR EEff^ E RrJr 

RTEE f I HSRfE, ReRt tjR TJEET ER^E E^ E^ t R^Rn% R? E?EIEE?t E^ 

\ 

oRf^ltd- I R 10 R EFE -REfeE t ! 





[ »1FT I—1 ] 
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^ L'?frf?HkH'H C^ 3T^W? ^3ni31KM^^NH, ^ ^rfrlf^ 

t I ^3TT^3TR^^^T^ ^ ^ ^ W^ ^ PlHf^Rdd 3Tg3I ^ 

t ;- 

• glGTR 

^0^0 rTSTT \Jl*H'll ^ 3TT?TTrfr ^ ^Kd ^ sfTvHT? I^'WHI R>H ^feR R3 '??T 1 

^ JTRTR ^3, 2000-2001 ^ f?R7T (kjf^facb ^ dPR 

■jnf%^i T1 ^ cm ^rtRt dRd ^) 1.7% 3 ft 7 ^ ^ei ^ 1.1% rt 

TTcmn ^ I 7ft3TT?3TRcmRT cR W ^ t 1% dNcflil lijfthf^ im^ ^RR MRR^frr^fi n ^ 
dTRR RrI ITRcfRi RRndd^ RT Rfrf MgdI'l feu chifel cFR ^ 

• ?WT ^ W T RSf 

diRjcm d Rf1%cT 3Jcfj cTaJT r 4^ n wnRl J^RT ^ RIcbcHH 3TRJ%R WT^ ^ I fcl^l^sl 
MdHi^ldldlRT R mtd ^^fERT 2000 ^ ^TTR, 2001 ^ IJRtftR mRR d 1.33 

RRR cR 'JTrRcf SfRRT r1%cT 1.20 RTcR 7f 1.45 ^STR7 5rfe IchillO R 41d Rsf’l d^lHcil cm 
arjRRT t I 3RT: difxl'cmchRtaTt gRi r^Wt r i.ee ^5 tr7 cIsjt ^ n 2,67 ^^rr r 

dIHHJ TJRI RT .31lch<dd WR: cfR IR Rifl'd vJRfTRi R 3TTER R feRH RIT t, RT fe RRR 
RTST dcRtm d# f fedcm 3TFRfR R RRcT R fe^TT RTR t I RffuR RTR^TmcTTaTT 

RRR f^ R RT8R cm Rfeft, ^ RTRRT iJR R RRW RdfeR RieR R Rd feRTT 
RRT RTftd cralfe Rsf^ RTRtdTdT vRcRt^tR ROTIR RR t I Rejlf^f RIRTWr ^ RcRT fRrfe 
srrfRmR cm rr ^ t i 

TftR^TpfRRRI c^ 31^7R Rc^ vjtJl-'i R ffrf^ R cRrIRR cfjRR R ? ' 

(tl)) 3IMeiiRT OTRR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI— Sec, 1] 


Tif^icETWra^r ^ ^ 3 ft^ arr^ 24,000 3 fm?T 12,000 ^ tt 

38,500 ^ #E1 t I 2111 ijf^cF LFF^-siy eEJTEE ?cmt ^ ^«PI?rr T TeTFT cF TlMi^ilcb 

emrcFI^ 3TT2FTT T cER t I 


2JcF RSTT 25TTHt ^ TRIT 3TT^ 70,000 ER T ^2EE 150,000 ER ^ f i R 
TERR RraRT RR TTTRRR 200,000 ER 7f iff TlfSlcF t | iHfrlcETcbTllTfi RR 3RRTRT RT 

TRTR^ R^ftR R^fcETT^Rff RR R2F ^tcft 7^^ RIR RR) R TTEITRRR^ 3TTRRR R^ ^RR^RTT Rcild 7^I 


(w) irteilP l fbn 

^TJcF RRcftR TTRR ijrR RRR T ^ Rl^ RRt R^ THRlf^d ^RR sflR jjkftf^lR^ 
R^ R Tiy-RTfc^d % 1 ?RRR TTsJ R^ t RRTTRR ERRR RRTRT t, RRRtR RR^-RR R^ t 
3ftR RRTTRR1 RRTTRt R?r yR^TcE fcFRR R?t 3fr^ RR?R R TRTRsJ # 

(r) T,»%f^ch' RWR 

RTRfrR RRy (RilRjl, jnRRfRT R^pfr RR RPlHlul RejT RTRT) 

RTRfrR RETRT RR RRTT^ RR TTcR Tlf^IRNJ TTnjf^RFRT StW XJcR TgRT I^RliR # I R^ 

R^ R25IT R ElWr R7T TtRFTTR ^ t sftR RTRT R^ f^mtR 3TTR ‘^ R^ R^ ilVldH RRRfT t 

RRTf^r, RTERRTEjt cTRET R ^ R#7 ^JRRRET “gTR # sftR Rf^ RrWlR RRR RR yf^RET 3RR 

TftR RTERReft ?JER^ ENTER PlR»HdI t RT ?RR ETT -RTR ^ 'JRRfRR RTRT 

TfrTTTtTTTRRTR^ R 3TFft RF # f^: 

i) RTRTfrR RRERR R^ R^tR^ R TRff&RT R^W f I 


TTTRyrRTrRTTt cFt RRig RtF cF Tf^TTR 2000^2001 ^ Rf^IRI R klf^fcHR^ RR^RR cFt 
r 5^ RR T^FRE 1.36 ^TETR Rf^ f^OTITO RIT t I RE ETRRR 63 TRTR ^ «Rm t I Rlf^RR R 
ETft 3TRf& ^ RFRT ^1 %Ft cFIddl cF RTR R RR# Rlf^l'E TJRRT R#1f R2jt # 


RTYcftR EETTRcFt R fR?R RT TENT cFt TfReR cFWt ^1 #Rft T ^ R^ t I 






[ 1—1 ] 


'TTOT ■'fil TRMM ; 
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4Tf%^ ^ 3T^^, iilRichIcbtli cb^Hdl ^ 1999-2000 ?f8TT 2000-2001 ^ ^ 

26.5 % ^ ^ ^ ft I ^ ^ 31^ ^ ft ffe ^ ^ 3lto t I 


iii) ' HNcfl'U cR^ vdOl^l ^ STBE^ jpiclTll 3lt? vidliql ^ fc^ ^ 3TT5W^ 

3T^leTT^ 3Tf^ HcJiHdd !JT^ cf^ Hdl^ cf?! 


^ ^2TT 33TT^ vjdin? ^ 1TN3 ^ f^Plffid ^ ^ ^pt 
jju i ciTl I ^ cm vjdlMH ^ t I ^ ^ 3^ 

^ 3PT^ ^ dl l d l cfft JjurcTxH cisn STTcP^ 3flY ^ d^^dd! cFT ^ f^r^, 

R t ^an 3{?T#>^y divirr^ ^ yTra ^ wH f, 'Jrf^ fdd m|w ^ arfjrf^ ^ 

uTT^ t I 


3T^; ■^3TTt31K's''+’^'d ^ ^1441 cf^lT '5 !JcF 3 ^ '^Hsif^ MICd'<l£ff ufPd ^ vRTd? ^S6c?J^t3l1' 
cm?R 43 3TWT?T ?l4 Sfk 33^ ^44 ^ 3TTW ^ ^ ^ f43^ t ^ 

dNcti'd vd^Yd ^ R 3TnT 3fR mcd^sJt cm^dit cp^ Yt Mg4^ri i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


fPvRrI— 1 ] 


f^O. ^?E3R«TFT 

^tw f^FT^ fc^O, -cluilJId 


(i) 3 ift xpr f^o, 

4o T? ^ ^ fcrf^r^ ^ 3ftT wiFT ^ ftr 3iTwt cfj ^ ir 

^J^RT ^ t ^ ^ ^JlHt ^ TFTcT ^ t I 


(ii) f^O, 

^tw f^O ^ 5IW^ ^ 3ltf^ W7 f^ t I ^ "ft 
3IT?jM ^ ^ei ^3^ 3Tf^ 3^ cfj 3FT% *** ^ 3IT^ W, 

^ ^ ^ *** Frar ^ 3TRm ^ ^xFTT ^ t I 3T34tI-4 ^ 

c^ 3FcTFT ^ TIT?! TT^ ^ ^ ^ 31^ SIFIRT ^ f I 3T3«I£T-5,6 sfrf 7 

^ ^ cF^jf ^YRT ^ ^ t I 

(iii) 

^f^'M'l f^FT^ '^'^I'lRl'^ifM 3Fr^ ^fl'< ^ Pl^fclRgd H^<5I cR? ^- 

(cfj) 3 ^ 3ft^ viF^ft ^ TTR 3TRFT: 

f^FT^ cf) 3T3^ ^ 3TFim ^ 3TT^ 


f^TRFJflR t- 




['m 1—1 ] 


RiT : STORTTT’T 
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fcf5TTT ^) 


to 


toft 

sll'^lcl 

^dJIlRni 

1996-97 

55,624 

10,14,658 



1997-98 

3,56,056 

5,88,861 

6,585 


1998-99 

18,521 

8.56,765 

25,334 


1999-2000 

9,404 

9,76,966 

70,213 

18,070 

2000-2001 (3tor '^1 M^^to) 

94,074 

11,11,224 


18,519 


^ 1997-96 ^ ^ ^ cFi ^ xrfM^ ^ 3TFncfr ^T mi t I STFUcft 

^ ^ 75% ^ t I ^ ^ 3TFn^ ^r TTPJ^ ffe ft t ^ 8.9% ^ t I 

sTT^jft^ ^ HHel ^ '^i'cl STcrf^ ^T cfff^ SlNId *1^ f'7 t I ^c^llR-MI '^Kd ^ 'iisicg cR^ cf^T 

PidRd 3TT^j1^^ ^ t afk 3TFITcT ^ ^ 3T£jfcT 1999-2000 afpf 2000-2001 ^ 

tt f? t 3fr7 aTRTcfr ^ 7?R 7PTPT tt ^ t I vJ4'i1cW cTeiT ^ ^ OTTTmt 

^ ^ ^ t I 

(73) 

^ ^ ^ sTTGiR ^ ^-dicivf ^ antnR ir Picbidi 

w t I WRF^ ^ TT^^^njot ^ ^ f%e(k»n ^ Tfr^ c^ aneiR ^ ^ %^rT 
^ TTWT t I ?trtt ^r tr^ c^ crk^i ^ ttwi t c^ ^sr ^ 

3JTNR ?Rff ^ ^ jmrf^ tr t ^ dicd^ileicb afk to ^ ^rrjf^ 
tr Ttot sft I 3Td: diHM ^ ^ l^tor cfR^r ^ to ^ to 

3TTcf^ ^ fRIT to I 

toit HHc^ ^r tom ^ f^etor toft ftto to to Tto' ^ toftr cto 
tor tott ^ ddiidd^ ^ T^cFmr to tomr c^ arrerTf ^ ton mn t i to 
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TH E GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


|P/\KI I-Se( . IJ 


cJINN ^ ^llRel ^TTsTT 3ft? ^ ^ 3TT^?^ I ^ ^ 

0 

W cTRRT 311^* t % ^ ^ ^ ^ff?RI ^ viiT^cW ^ t I 

’iff 3lf^ ^T^c^PJof W ^ ?ft^ ?fl^ ^ 'Hcpcil t" I 

WE3tt^ 3fk ^c^llRiJI ^ ^fTFT^ ^ 3TWt ^ ?f^ 5MT?tt ^ "vScMI^^ elFRT 

^ RTkjRui 3ft? ^3^ '^lij'lRlcI b6'<l^ ^ el •'III; 3I^JTRt ^ Mif'l bcJdl I "cj^fcb 3 I^^m 
^ 1^ "fn? t ??rf^ ^ cfR^ ^Wcf ^ t I 


(n) arf^ ^ ^ ^ ?iTW 


• ■JTTfxfcflT 4 ^ 3l|i|lc1 3 TTcE% ITcfld ^ cKilfcJ^ 'Jj' 3ltcE% 

3Tfter,2000 % ^T^?^ 2001 3TT^ ^ Mb M 

t I M 3 tM^ b4'ficm i^ 6(iii)(cf5') ^r ftlT M blflxT I 

• 'jl^ dch vdcMKH 3ft? OTcTT bMPi ^ ?Rb bBT ^ iRpcicfJIchdt SKI bTJ 
3TTWr MeT #T iuRrdPTcPdtsTt bb be^ ^5? 3f(? ?PT?k^ bcqi<M ^ 

cE7 fM bbT t I M ?pni b?fpT ^ ^ bdllbb f^ vsmj bt b?#^ 
Pl+^l^’dK ^bcft 



v;lfbMcr> R7 |^is|'< cr>i vicNiq-i 


(bibT M ^r) 

1998-99 

78,917 

1999-2000 

79,313 


1999-2001 


94,704 




[HTTl—1] 


■HRTT : 3PTIVk‘J| 


• ^ 1TF ^ wi^nr f% ^ ^ ^r c^ ^r ^jcrcRff ^ 

cf?l' pel’ll ^ 207c ^ ■^1% ^ % 1 

• ^ cT^P ^fMN f^ cPT ^ t, ^ f^TRIffTR t:- 


cf4 

^T31N 



4 ^ ^ mm 


^ arrmcfr ^ 7c 


79,313 

1075 

8008 

1.34 

2000-2001 

94,704 

1224 


1.27 


• ^ ^ ^ wrw f% vi^chi ^ wm ^ ^ t, 

;^[FM c^ ^r 3TT^ t I 


• is^f^ch uft ^ W^ WTl5t t, ^ '^m ^ i^Qhf^ch tT5T^ cj^t 

f^^FTfcto t:- 


cn^ 

^Hd Srfrr f^TH 

qfthf^icn 

i^mii^^s||HH|||n 

1999-2000 

74 

31 

2000-2001 

90 

42 


• cfr^ ^ eTFRT ^r 11 ^ 1%TiT ^ ^ t ^TCf# Tt 

10 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

• tcrt^FT chKcibI' 'qr ciT^ t ^ f^ ^i!Hdl, ^Ktibdf, 

slkilRichO TFr5M ^ ^ ^-^rsict, afieJIRicb i 

^ ft ?Tf%,^rf^ ^ 3Tto arrarat ^ ^ w wr 
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TH E GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[PaktI—Sf.i-, IJ 


# I zfif^jOTdtaTt ^ w ^ ^eff^r%?r ^ ^ ’ft Tj;ddT 

^ t I 


(^T) tbRPIIdT^R 

cpNun^^i^ d«iET 6i(^ ft aft? ft aft? ti^c^ dcMrd<t> 

cfTFMTFT^ ftft£I ?eTTfft?T cp?ft ft 3 T?Nk? ^ t I 3?^ infcIchRid'l ftp^ft SISM 
^rfft 3T8TdT ?T?eT cfft dT?ft ft ai?fw ?ft # 1 arn: arrft cfft ^ cir?^ 

"Tftt t aft? ^ qf^im ft ^ ^ ?l^ t ftp ^ Wd ^ |3TT t 3ft? 

qr^dftftfr dFirft ^ \n im?^ t I 

(Ti) gT?T ^ ait? ^ qfiuiiPi 

7 . difticPicpdiaft, amrra^, ftuiWr aft? aRi f|cR^ ir^ft 6fi?i 3?Tftr^jrft eft ?FraT 
51 ?^ ar^D ^ WET ej 5? ^ rr? arrEi mRijith fftwcift ?frj fftw? ftpdi Mdi aft? 'ji^i 
^jRrt wu w EifT tr? cfrrftnft cfft ^rft ft i 


8. jnftTcprft ftrsifftd Tm ft aft? ft ?fti^ ftftt eft Piftdefti ft ijft T?ci trftT<T ;3tR 

^ ftlelft dft Iftrftr ft, ?Rftw ftm 6(8) eft 3ig?fT? 35?rcft TTT?T WTeW ^Tcft eft aTTW? ^T? 

?r«T^ftftr ft fftftft ft ^ft fft? ^ ftftwft ■dft gfe wftr t i 

9. wiftefd fftwHcicft ft 3T^?n? arjftg ^P?ft jnfftwft 5 T?t ^ fftftdftt arajEfr wr 

fftftdftt ft TiFTcft w fften? iftw ww ^ cftftfftr ?ftftt ^xpr ;i?^ ^>?ft ft 

WT t I 

Nj^iic; aft? ?rHH 

10. ^ ^ ft fftw?Tftft ^3d7T^ ftftfelEP f I ftftfcT^ fftftfftef? TTTftft? 

ft\ TTcf) ftft t I fftrift ftftftfeh ^Ifte: W? ft efm ft dW 90*7,, ftftt t I 





I—1J 




<^rchfcHcb '^I5«l>! i^fshfcHcf) ST^JcTT T^f^^fcTcfi ’OT' I 'iH'^dl ■!■ I 

^ WTT^ t^rf^ 7X^ ^ t ^ ^ K mR'HiRici 

f^ WT t I ^ apgjRfpT tTf^?jpT, 3fR ^ 

WT t I XT^T?^ ^ cnffcfT^ui 3TEZIFI 55.01 3fR 55.03 ^f WT t I ^ 

w. 3l^ ^ #TTT ?];c^ arltiRm c^ 5501.30 3fR 5503.30 ?rsjT 

3nf ^ ^ cT?^ 5501.3000 sfR 5503.3000 ^ cPft^d t I cfcta WET 

\ci<^K ^ if t I ^ ^'HEfiT cpffch^itJT, f^RTE^-3T^r4cT XS'HEPT 3TTEITcT f^?EIT XJTRTT t ^ 
ift >(11 M[ !^c<^ cpffcp^ cfilCicI '(i^dlcHcn ^ E^g: f^>(il iff rR^ c|<fHH XSTpcf c^ 
TR sfTKTcprfl ^ t I 


11. qiRicfilctodi if ^RfT f^RIT % vj'dcn ^RI Vd^lf^d cR^ ^?fr E^ Ef^ 3TerEn 
ET^t Rmff^ ^ c^ xfpFfRT ER^ t I ^ f^fRft iff xrar f^RT^r ^ e^ xgm f^ t, 
EF)T 'd'Sd XT^ f^RTT ^ ^?ft '§RT f^itffdd XjffpfoW >-r>l5«('< -SrfK XcRfpT 

gRT XJ^XTTf^ kif^f^ch Lbl^«l>i W{F\ ER^XT t I 3 TcT: JTrI^ RfEjf^ E^ x^fuRTTeJ 
^ Ejg- ttpptT t 1^ gRT X3Wf<r*1 1%En ^ ^ x^^T^ fcRTRTtJtxf 

BcXTR" E^ t' I 


12. '^Wf?dd EfR^ c|^ 'XirNr 3Tc[f^ c^ cfl>fH ^?ff ^ 3iNld -^ddd x^ 

XRR XR ^ f _ urf^chiff irxitx5ftxjff3T]^xjx5XRTc^ Wlf^ cf^T X5e#?3 

^ I xit xft x^ 3TTf xjx^ XRT C^ artcfv^ ^ ^dlRcr> X5itEf 3TEff§f x^ ^RR EpffEfRuy 55013000 
Rrsff^ Rbd'lifc i^f^fclEb/xRte xrffpf^ afPf 55033000 "^^XTeT Xjf^feTch xrt^ 3^1^ 
Xjf^fcH<J’/df'S xjffblcldi c^ d^d xrt^jfefcp xr^^ ^ STRTfcT PlRl'j^'dK %:- 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—S r;r. 1 | 


cfT TR 

HIdl (^0 ^) 

aiRldl ^ % R>Sdl 

sl|\^c?1 

665.51 

4.765 

g<HllRiJI 

540.29 

3.868 


1782.94 

12.765 


1206.36 

8.637 


^ 51^ ]?TteT^ ^ t ^ ^ t?ft ^ fl? 3nTTRT 

^ ^ arte t 15ntoT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ # % 

T5Tm 3Tc[f?r C^ ^kTT WKift^ ^ cf^ cf^T^ 3TFM ^ t I f^Tt^ 28 

aPITcT, 2001 cf5t WTEf ^'<^lcl srf^RjtpfT vJort^ f^'ill TTT ^ 1% 

T^T^, '^'fsbfcHch ^ 3T8Tcn kJffhf^cb ^ ^ ^JTTTIT t I 

vi^Vl 

> 3 , ^ illRlct^l 'jsfnr ^ 3fR % RTlyH SHT’ T^fMeTcIo M^i^eis; 

5r?T ^ t I ’TH?T ^r T^fsPto ^ PlHf^f^d d dll debt ^ c^^^F\ 

WET ^r wf^cT ^ cf5t ^ ^ WrfcT ^ t:- 

(cb) fl%TT i,^lsHf^'cb lerf^T^ 

(^) cfwfric^T^fes ^ epf^Epe^ Icff^fo 

(t) f^o 

Bfeef%?T cbMR^j')' ^ ciJhM ^ TEJtWT "TJWTT 

WT^ cfF?r^ t 3lk 3TT^ 3TTWr 3fhf ^ 3ft7 W^INT cfJ t I 

cbMpl-yl EbT ^ iTN^ftr vidlRd ^ XRT jpg^ 3Tgqm ^TTT t I ^xFf ^ ^ 

f|?T^ ^ THf^RT^rErf Ef^t f^Tf^ ^ ^ET ^ ^T^RT t I ^ JR^R 

RterSt ^ RT^ f i% illRicbIcbTl'i aKfilR rIr liRuih'I' ^ ^rRr ^ feR WRtRT 









[’m 1—75^ 1 ] 


■HKd 


21 


f^rzmt ^ f^TTrr 5 ( 3 ) (^) ^ ^ ^fR ^ winter ^rr 




2 (^) %ai«if 4 ' I 


MicHi ail? 'tii»ii'^ ^ "n? ^ vjrrtr 

WTTRT ^ 

14. #fTT^ccf7 C^ratERT) srf^rf^, 1995 etm 9 ^( 1 ) (^) ^ 3icr>tcT 


f^Rff 4^ WTfRT ■JJe^ 4^1 3TsJ f'; 


( i) SINR 4l'<l'l tl4M 4^3TT ^-ETRT (6) ^ ^Id^d 4^ 

f^RRt ST^^TR ■JiailPil^d ^eldlv^ch 4'^ Pl4id4) ^ 41 

WfTfT ^ ailSJlRld 41 


( ii) Rlt Pli|^d4) ^ 4T ^ ^ ^RTR ^ WTTRI cJTRR ^ ^RFT WW^ 

4^ 4^ 45r| ^ 4T 4TRR 4^ ^ 44^ 3Tef4T Ww 4T ^Rl 

^ ^4^ 4T4rR ^r f%Mr 4?r ^m^ ^RTT ^ 4jRDT, l^f^ili 4^ ^^Rld ^R4T 
4^ ^ ^ W4r4T 4T 4t:- 

(4i) Pl4'id4> 41 ^r4 ^ 41 ^ ^ 3TT4T4 1^ 44^ 44 

4T4T4 4^ 44 ^44RT (6) ^ 31d''Id 4^ f^T44l ^ ST^^TR 44lPif?dd ^ddlcHch 
WfrlPif^ ■*5^4 ; 4T 

(^) ^44Rr (6) 4^ 3i4Tt4 4^ f^f44t # 3T^4R 44lfW4d 4^ ^ ^ ^ ^T ^344 4^ ^ 
44444 47t 4444 f^Rf4 SRimPicb f«f45^ 3fR 4T444 dMIdl 44 cTn^T ^ fc4? 

4^ 4# ^ I 
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TH E GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[Paki F--Sri 1| 


15. ^ £TR: 9 ^(l) (^) ^ 31^^ TTFTT^ ^ ^ MtuH % TDft IfRT 

cpt ipoft I ^ f^^f^Ryci 3fk f'rato ^ ^ 

^ I 

i. \ f^O, -Jj; 

ii. Ao sfRTei cf^, ^cJfrR^r 

iii. ^ cftt^ \3r4^. 

iv- - «f^F?cfclo, 

V. ■^d'T^^'ITcH fMfScP t^JT^ (^3TT^3TRi?Wf), I 

?T®Ilf^, Plijlclchi SNI ^Tfgcl G'd'^ ^ tfr? ’'R WlVl^ch ultTl Rf^WRi ^ JRY^FI 
^ 3ik aFjcrf rrit w, ^ ^ f^vku^c^cp j^TtiR 1%2 it rtt t i 

^ ^ ^ fofiy 'rtl*ll^ ^ 

16. 5rTfSraT?t ^ ^ f % ^ C^ Cf? A\ pRid'Eh A Tjof ^tR 37^ 1%^ tl 

4o ^ ^ t 3ft? ^ ^ ^r cfxpra^ ^ ^iTTcTTcr 

fct^m t I ^3^ jmrsrctt ^ i "^losfkWTcp^^c^ ciw 3i^r%T ij^t ?j;EHT 

^ ^ t I 15(2) ^ 3Tf?rN' 3T-f^ (i) ^ ( ii) ^ 3icr^ ^ ^ 

TR^ ^r fcfj# ift pRjt^Tch ^ cf^ cTEPR^ ?^tEf>R ^ vip? cfcp t% f^lfe- 

mf^TcPT^ RT^ 3fk §lfrr ^ M?W R Rj? ^ I ' 3ft? S# cPT 

JTNpfcp %ff?UT cfvHT Wlf^r^t R? I^nf? cFF??TT t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cfitRcr IRRRcft ^ 3rg?n? VJ^Rc^H ^ c^PTcT 3ft? 3RI ^^TFR c^ ^ ^ 

^g^ERT 51?^ ^ t, f?rf^ jirter^ A ?iftp2i ijrj c^ W?ur c^ ?ratxm 

3RcHEEi ^?JEPTT R?' Tp^ ^rfc^ 'sbT^ll Ef?f t 1 2nixR7lcfr^t3ft ^ ^ c^ c^ TREI A ?TFrRI 

^JRT ^ ^Rt Xjcp 3Tc^ f^jfft 41'J1 cR T? SREnRcT ^ ^ ^ f^^ft c^ ?fTCT 3nErR R? 

t I R?c?fEI f^PRt ?TTT ^ TIF ?I?^ IcfRT 11% ?TPTrR iJcR M M?IJT XTcf? 31^ 
'fil^ E^ 3rRR R? f^RT Ficpdl ^Rt1% EIF EJT?cR ^ jrfctf^tf^cfp ?ftR ^ ?ichdl I 
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17. ^ (^3nt3TRW^), ^ 3T^^ 

-yiRr^'i ^r ?nPiH ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^c^ichH i?ft^ t i % ^irf^ 4 ^ 

fcfTJJT W t ^ ^ ^ ^TFT^ ^f 2.67- ^ fcrflns? TJ^qr^ cf^ an^JR TR 

7pt[ t I ?qtoT^ qr^ t fMt ^ afR ^^jEPn ^ t 

^ cter 3TrarR q? riihm ^ cr l qreH'iltft f^nmf 

c^ GTjtET 1 ( 2 ) SfJ^TR p|i|1c1ch ^ c^ ■q^ «I|VJ1K ir 'Mqi'1 cR^ ^ W^R ^ 

■^TFTFq ^ffq ^ I qrf^Jqq^ 3fft3TT^'3TR?qqRT ^ f^^TR cpt 't41cpK cfR 'ffcfjcTT^ 

3jfq cT^ 1% ^ m^'1nc 41 ^ Trarr-^aT^ff^ ijit ^rt q ^ I 

M c^ f^mWt t Mf^ ^sTT ctM ^ 'i«tci^i ^srr q^ ^3 xR qrqr ^ ^ a^qq 
^ vjq^tqq Piqq 6(8) ^ arj^TR arq^ qRT '^qR^ ?f«2Tt ^ anETR qq '^9ft ^ ^ 
f?RM c^ Tfqq ^r RTW-qf^RRT ^ q^ ^ qR^ t I dq^'MR, qrf^iqq^ 'ffFTM ^ 
f^gt^RT ^ 1 ^ grterqntf gR[ qaff-5R^ ^aq qq fcfqR qR^ t arqfcT qrf^iqqqRrf gRT 
qqT'3R^ f^q51 ^ ar^^RR 1 ^ JfqrR ^ c^ ^ feR f^El'iRq qrqTRT *J^eq *** 

'Sie)'< t' I 

qnHt c^ qi*iiRf Plwl^uT 

18. ^ f^qWr ^ ^ ^qR Ao afk 4o ^ t I 4° 

^ f^ t RRq q^t qq^qq Mq q# t qqff^ 

1990 ^ qqq? ^ arrm ^ qq^'T qq qqqqq ^ qR sq I Ao 

qfr f^ 4o ^ qqqq qft 3 ^ ^ qq ^ qq^ 33Rqf?rqq^ t, ^ Rm arqfSr ^ ^f^?TR RRq 
q^ 994 qq qq Wq f^ t I ij^q^ q^ c^ Mq ^ qi^ ^r ^?jqqT ^ t afk 
qqrqr t % qRq c^ rt^t qqqq cqqqjq Rtw arqf^ ^ #qq 26 % qq^ qqr fqr t I 
qarrft' q^#t qqqrq^ff ^ qRI^ 1 3 ^ 10 alk rfi q> 3 ^ r c^ q?q ar^ri^fq ^jof ^^jert 
q^ ^ t I RR^ftq f^rq^ qm ^ arj^R ^fR^ ^ cqi r 4^ ^ f^rntg c^ 3 ^^ 
EqrqR ^ qqq, ^iif^d qrar aitq f^q^] q^t ^rqf qr^ ^r qqqqr qqfR q^ ■gtqr I 
^3TT^aTR3RqRT c^ aTJ^R qit^chl 1.66 ^STeR qq RTqpq 3JRT Rq 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part)—Sec. 1] 


% 9TTMR R7 TqT t, ^ 'IRIT ^ fH^IPdd Tc^' f I 

jrif?mJF5t t f^mrfr ^ sr^ei 1 (2 ) ^ ^ ^ fiYcj 

^ WT ^3cqK ^ ^ZINR Cf^ WTT^ ^ I TUtel^ ^ 

3TTf3)Kk[45l^^ 3ik ^ cf^ '<41chl>! ^ ^ ^TWT, ^ FTcfi % 

^ W^HMcYI W-3I^rf^ ij?t TJTRT ilRI ^ ^ I ITlf^l^l ^ ^ Mcl^ 

^ Wf^ wn( CTSJT cT^ if ^ FT8TT TIT^ ^ c^ Smr^ ^T vdM'^'lck) f^RHT 6(8) 

^ cis2fr ^ mm m ^fr*^ ^ ^ fi? M?ff ^ wi ^ ^- 

mR'^TH ^ Cfff cF^ f I ^^>tIK, inf^l^l ^ 'HHM ^ f^ 

4)lR)ct7|cr,Tl'i ^ ■ZISTT-3T?5cT m fcTcIR t , 3I«lt^ IIlRjchlchxll ^ W 

^ ^ ^3r4^ ^ fi? Mcfr ^ "Fnw ^ i wr c^ 

^fnTTRI *** ^ TRT ^5TcR t I 

^TTO ^ WTRl ^ 

19. ^0 e?Jcpt^ cfjqpft ^ ITKcT ^ 1%)? titt ^^i|1|'i^;^■^■ cfj^ T^raj gff^ 3^ 

^ ^ f^ra'f^ 3fhr Fi^ ^ ^ ^i ^^jert ^ t I afPTRT cf^WcT ifr ^ t i 
^8IlfY, SRTIcIcft c^ ilRRlce 1 ^lOaftY^TPI^^^^r ^IJTRT ^ cf^ ^ 

t I ^ntor^t TT^ t f^-^m sfk si^ % \ ttrtM t^rarjt c^ ar^ei 

1 (2) ^ ^ fY^ltWr gRI JT^ Efff Tjf 3RZltR 3fk SEJof ^ c^ 

cpRR Hlfticpiy] ^ >(^1111 cEt '{41ctjK ^ cfR f ERlt% P|i|ldcb ^ cf) elHK 
vdcHId cfft oqiHK ^ 4 iHI'>M ^T Tflf^ I TUf^RE^ cfR^ f 
'H+^sicg Y?i ^ Pi<jia<pi ^ f^rat% TT«n wm ij^ cter trYr rm r ^ ^ 

'cJH'<|cki p{m 6(8) C^ 3T^RR 3ET^ RRT vlMd*I TT®?fr ^ aTTETR m W^ ^ ^ Mctt 
^ ^EJ ^r WET Tt^uTFT ^ R% t I FR^R, Tuf^lwSt ^ WHM ^ 

i)lR)cr>|ct7xl'i ^ Rsn 5R^ dMd*! ^JERT m 1^TIR fcfTRT t STEftcI ^fTR^ c^ ddIKH 
Tf^Epf^ eirRT ^ SI^RR I ^HIlRill ^ RfEltRcT ^RM *** t I 





['^FT1—1] 


VTOT TTJm ; sraimm 
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gT^ 'HWM ^ 

20. ^ ’ft Pl^rfdch' ft RT^dM'cft ^ fft^n t I -ft 

WT^frol ^ ft 'didH ’Je^r ?PT tJM vJcMIdd ^ ^Rchfcld cTFId" ^ 3TmR ^ fft?^ t I 
^3^ cp^ WFjft Tft>)efrdl^^l^d cfft gftRcf cPT fft^lt^ ^^51 ftfft^ ft ^ cfft 
W^lf^ld ^ft’RT ^ 3?TWR ^ t I cR^OT?; STT^ ^ ^ ft ^Tpcfft^d ^fTFTRT ^ 
*** ^ t I 

^ ^ afrr upftft ^ ft fftqfcT qiNcT: 

21. ^ 3fk vjpftft # tftjftf ftt Pi-iridch ft ffttrftr ^ft’RT ;r^ ft ^fTBftm dftt 

ft I difftcpicDTli ft SRI «d)|f^ld 3lt?p;^ ^ 3miR ^ fft^ Sft’RT 

m f^uUoi t I aiftcT 2000 '’nft 2001 sft arsfft ^ ftftsft^anftw^ gw 
Ji^if^ aitsift v34d«ki ft I ^ aiRTcfr ^ aris^ft, sftfgwr 550i3ood '" ’ 

‘Mfftcf? f^R3Tft^ ftt, W 55033000 tp|^«s|ft 3W 

Tftftftftfgi^/ftfe-tftftfteTS^ t cl?^ ’N ft I infftcPT^ ft ^ ^ 3fk ^^^iftftt ^ ftftET ft ^ 
3TFP^ eft 3TrerR ''R' fft^ftd’ cftldd 'R fftcTR fft^TT ft I qifxicpicpxl^ ft iTlft, fttft, 

3iaxlvj\j)41il ^Rg?^ 3fR WT ft^fcPI ITHlft ^ feR >tRngWd STlftj ft I infftE^Rt 
ft 50 «idv/ftto gft g? ^ fi^ ’nft ^ g>RR *** ftftn ftt g^r .5 %, 

cRfthRT fttanftT.'it) cpT 2 %, ’tt?! w ^ gg 2 % afftr qw ftt arift w m 

2 % q^ '(idig'i'Jigi gft argqfft ftt ft 1 eft eft ggR^igpRi fftftfg gftqti *** irt 
^ST cR ggftt ft I ftft ftt 'dqrglvjffti gft argqlft ftft ^ q^gici giftftt i? ftgg ft g?i>RdMM i d 
■^RR q^ fftftrg gftqg *** ^ ^rr gqftt ft 1 


3 ;? 60 Sil fol^L^ 
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22. cH'uiJft ^ y!^Hicic41 ^ t 3 t^ 

^ t I af^ltci2 4 ^ jrra ^ 'RR?r CET TI? f^il'idl ^ #^-cIR 

^ ^ t I «n3m ^ f^rat^ ft^^fr. 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3f[Y Tisrf^ 2jf5r? ch Trrai ^ f^Qb^j'i' ^ ssfr^ f i mtei^ ^ ^j^ei 
^JJrm ^ 3TT2jtET 3T^ mj] % ' Henf^T, TXW TUT t mtU 3TUf& ^ 
f%ut?TUT % 868 TT^ ^ Piutdl UT f^^IITUT t I TJrR Tf tj^ cf^tTEr UT TTEEfR 

3ftE sritm '^teth ut wt t tor tut # i ttut ut 

EftartriT f%utT U^tTcT UT UTT ^ TTT TU ^ E^^UUT 3ft7 TFTcTeft ^ aP^ETR 3TU 
E^TT UT 3TTTU ^ TTf&UT^ t^ute gTU UUT-JR^ Mel TTUT afrf f^utu U^ cfT UTY 
^ EJUTT UT T^tcER T^ UR ETEcT I ^f^l[ TTf^IUT^ T f^TUtu uflTT UT 

f^Eltm UT TUTTR % #5frEft3T^ T^ TT cE ^TTE^ RE Q?c|IET fcEUT TTT ' ' ^TeR 
EfrariTTTT t^eft t I 50 ^5TTR/17^ UE T TT^, E^t3T#W UU 0.5% sftn, 

EftarttRE EET 2 % urflTiT, un to 3l^ EfraTT^iTP ^ 2 % tett toe 

^ cETER ' ■ ;5 TcTE cET TTTUItr EEET cE TTOcT EETTOTT EtR TE McT uW ' ' 
'SM'< UTEft ^ I 


mv^d ^ f^nj tifl'Hd 


23. uraftR c^ f^Rft f^ruiro ep u^ menu t# firr t 1 3tet: ttt%cet^ t f^rutrf ct^tru ur 
f^fUtEU URT c^ telT -^tuftEffar^ TT5 TET U5 3TcE^ TE fclYURT fchil'l ^ ; ^EE EJUTT cE 
apjTR TTf^ afNTci Effarr^TO f^rutu u^tTET arri^ ;5 TcR ^Rrfr t 1 50 ^5ter/to^ 
UT ET EPg^ TT?T, Eftajl^kflE UT 0.5% ^TTT. EftaT^TO UT 2% UrfrUTT, WaTT# 
UTT 2% EU^ TOT aflR EftaTT^TO cE 2% TfR TOEt cE ETUU U EETTURTT UR 
gT I cETEEITTT EER TE' PlUid u5lRd ' aidElcf^l T5TTR sldcfl '!' 






[HFTI —1 ] 
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Q)C^ *TTfvjfH 

24. TJTT^TWTJTTR ttt 7 ."ifR cfT^ ^ ITT^ 

Hlf^H PlHI ifWT #■- 


fFT.P. 


Pt 


urmu ittPh % 

1 


TjP 


80.80 % 

2, 


Tpp 


10.51 % 

3. 




51.11 % 


sJr^ei 229 72 % 


(^.) wf^ 

25. MI C'lylEft Pi iJ'H I c) (I'll cp Pril'H- 11 P \JerR3^ 

TBT 

i) ^ 7T ^ 3Tr7TTcft cf7 iTFTc^ IT JTlPaflP 3TFT ^ 3?WI ^ PPSfP ^ 

cfpfTT fP iTRtT P pp cR^ p STFTTrf iTTTcT WlfpT pRff viaP ^ cj lyRlfcTcH STp 
fPt t 3TeT^ fffP 75^ KJdJH FTTTT f 3T2J^ fP# ^UFT pT ^fenfEtcT IT 

3T7p&cFT ^En ^STTrft t I 

ii) Pf^ ej7c| cm ^ fiTp, ’ER^ x^iejMi cm fT^T stP W7, 

Pt ww i^ oth mcft" 3 TRi%ci 7 msiT cifp MiPd sTiTjTrfi Ticj arP m #Er 

cmTWTRTcfT Tpa cm PePm mPd GTTTnrTr PT TrmiT ^ Pm mmpT ^ 

PPtTT W S'Hm JTITT^ 3fR T:pt cR^^TT Ef7 -EJ^ vddTIcichi UR TRT 3TTTJim ^ llpu i p l 
mrm 'iTHri '(Pid cT5ztt Pr amr h rtP ^ 3#? pRidi ^ 3t^ei- ii it PePP 
Pfpm m 3T5TTR PP" 


26 mdH>ilP PrPT m 3 r^£r-ii P mfPrfeRr arP gr pepm psrp fppp n 7 m mpEj 
pRJT iTRIT t P: 
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(^) aif^ cF f^EiVr 4 4Ffr gft wet 4t4t:- (cf) trrf^Er srniTcfr etff 

34y 'HHM Cf4 EF?F 3 ; T^Ecft W cnfef TrraTrft cFT ITETcT (^) 44 'TFTIcil cF 

^JcTT^ FT ^ 3TTWr EFT WTcT i 

(^) Tlfer OTETTeTT cf4 ^RT^ c(4 WEf cF^ TFTO TJ^EI JUfEj^TT^ ^ EITrl TT cF4TT 

ERtr RTRET 4 TJATT^ 3TSTcF ^ ^FFE E TTaicF TTEE FE 4 TTf4cT TTTTTrft 4 TEt^T ^ 
4 I f4TE-18 EF TJE-RilH (2) 4 E2JT-vj|o4farr cf4etTT FT ETf4rT 3TTTTc4 4 ^TETclt EF 4^ E 
f4f4iST 5rTf4EFT4 ^ ETcT T7 fdxJlV cf4tT 4h cRJT Tlf^ff 3TTETET E ERH 4 TTEPT 'jAl l c; ^4 
t4eF E4r gcTET E cF4EcE E cFP4t cf4)c 4 ^ E araicF wm t4t FEETET E 3TET27T EFTT4 fE EcF 
ejtTeet e ef4t EF4r % FTeiErr ci4eet e fet e wt eet 4 ett .EETarr efte?! fe eef er; 

E4r FTcft 

27. <llf^i«}>lQ>Tli3it ftuly 

i I ETci \JeJIE 3TT f444E F?n TT Rsf^lcEF tFlt^ EF ETcET E a44 FT ^4 >44 Plf^. 

arfsTcFT^t ^ TJTRTE, ajI^ctF, cFIRei 'TfRcIT^t EURTEi), FSc4, ^dE l cH , ETTETE, 

EfEETcFT, r]TF4 3fR Vll^dlE E ^ EE^fcTcF EE^sR cF OTETET ^ ETsfEE ETTE cf4 ? I 
EEtETT: FR^ EUTE TFT TEF cF alTE EcF f^f^FE TofTET 4 ETEE cF cFTEE 14^14 d EFT E 

.844 ^ E 

ii ) TJET , ETEET, ETuftel TfR ^FETReT cF fd-uldch ETEE E EEftfeEF ETTFER TFT ETSE TFR RF 

f 3TR fEf^E^ ETREFlfr ETEE4 t 4 fEEET cH EFE EETT-ElEf^TE fTPE-fiFE REtET E FE 
ETf^E -ETETEt cF ETEEft EETE cj4 EltE TER EIETrE 4 I 

j i j) wEdcb 4 e^ eet e feeteT e4 etet fjeee 44e 4 tte4cf 4 I 

i\ ) E«f^ E7E E GEETEt cF ETEER f^RE E dcilfRi ^ 4 I 

\ ) OEE .EEfE E 4Rt4 RR 4 ; EREE ?F EETTEE, &ETET EEETE 3fR f^ftFET 4 cF4t FE# 4 




[ I—1 ] 
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\-i) ^ arafer tb ^3^ cF?t f^ tt ^ ^ |r ^srrf^r, fcrfir^ 

^f^TcTT ^ 3TTWT ^73 eFTW W3 cH sTF^ ift 3rf%?r c f ^d cf^ 

.3WTSI ^ # cRjtf^ 3T7 35Tdfr 3r 3mm mv f^ -mr i 

vii) m 2000-2001 m ijurn iTBr n 17 % tt ^ wr^ ^ ^ 

■.3TT$' l^'iHcdl ^EJT cHTTW UTgcf^T ^ Mli^d 3TRIIdl ^ 3TT7 ^TTchf'^d 

eJT 

\'iii) To, -uiRichlcbxIl c)o^rd<j''l 'fl TTumr? cP TtT? ^ cfTF^ ^JRI uRcIc^d ■'dTTTT ^ 
rTSrrfd^ dfd d'l\jjd( dnff TFcft t dr TRc^ deJWl cFTT 3TCRT ddTFdd TTcpdT/dd chVdl 

?mT f^'dcbl TTdFTN tT7 3Tddf&d5 wfcl'^d WTd d^^TTT 

iX) dcdlC-l dTFTrr 3lT7 dldd f^ff^ cItI^hci iRJTtrr, d^lddl W I7ff?tfeTcd cp T^ slV dit 
m ^ ^jrrm cm3TT^?Tf^T|ft ii^cf^sr^TT^ ^ mm 

7?d 2T dejNl 3TOd \JdTT^ 3d ^ cfT^d d7 3^ m sTTEZI ^3TT f %7f dd 

^I3d oTFTTT iff nrcd d^ ^ dd TTddfT t 

\ ) d'Jc^ dejfd cm FT grf^ dd SfcdfiT diTTtTT ^ ^ dlfel ^TTdTd # > 

28. 3JRnrR8t f^tjiy 

i ) ?1%dd fTddTT d?TTfdd7?H d? afJdN 

• d dsf^tf^ mrim m ^sddTcff d 1997-95 m wm ddtdr ddft wt t 1 arrardr d d^ 

ddfr 75 % dd^ f I ddHt d^ dTdcT -iddldT d sd^ 7 ft ^ # dfT 8 d 9% dd^ 

3^ # I dTdfrd cd dTd^ d. did dTdf& d mi 3ddTd d^ |3d t I ^ " d ll Rd l dd!d dd dd^ 
d7^ dd fddidd -dl'^r^d'xl'i d^ t aftd cHdd fdWT ddt ddtd 1999-2000 dfT? 2000- 
2001 d ^ GTTdTd Rbk^ dd 3ffd dddTdl dd Tdd d>dTd?T ddPT 7?! ^ | ddTTdd dCTT 77 
TTd^ d?d 77 ^ dddTrfr 4 dd ddt TJdTT ddrfVid d^ IddT 
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• cf3 cm e ^ t ^ E 20 % ^ ^ 

^ h 

• Tcm^cEr m ^E3mr E ^ * 'Tirf^ TTmidchi m ftrE e Rnm^ t ‘ 

• ^idifcb mTrfl sjHHift ^ dlOd if 11 '^iMi.f/icbiJI cr3F> ^ Rcol ct^lHd 16 

WT/f^rm, TcE ^ t I 

• dlOWdcll chKcfit T? SlcTl ^ 'jRT fTWER ^?lc1dl, Tc^TcJcbcll, TjT 'friv, 

T?fmT ^ ^f^mroTf ^ Afi^j'if>ich tret ??TTf^ I jmTf, EHcj Tmr^ 

cfif ^ flfif Tf^ ch'l^ ?!, E STTcTcTT cE cent FT "TcEcft '!' 'sNhi EEFT NT TfcErTf ^ 

ii) ^^cttE cE Afirn?, fete E NWT 1,20,000 ETKir^m fTN 

3^ deTTT E NTtT .^TEffO TT FTYN kNEET iTTNR fPfNTF EFTTE 0.8^ a 8JT .TN FTf 

sTETTR fimE ^ TET E ddJIdcEl FT ^ ?faTl -T^ t ('^HdH 

#m Tmttt f^rrm et > i ttecf net 3Eff& et EE?Tfrfj erej 

TT^TtfcTcE mis^y ^ '3dTlc;col EtI cIOTE 93-94®'o Efrt Slddl-dOijHi T? FR RR dY cETEJ 
P f tM i dH mr t Ni Trarn m . 31 ^ ^ ^ytsr ti grm arfsjR f 

iii) ^ 

ETR R TR?f RT ^ NI■'JIdT cET 01TIV fFRTT mrc^i cEE TrR T? F 

NR^ m RTRR E 2000-2001 E RTNR fFRR RRR 1 7% EtR T ETER E 1,1% RRI 
NT RcEdT I Tf ETvrfR fFRE RRcftTf drMIcJchl RTT grfd M^Ed cE fRR ^ 3TR RRcE 

.3R[RR Tj N7EJ, Rerm mr ^ arfd n srtr ntwt Pahi-[rr f : 

(^E) anzER 

JJlRimimrll-ET cE RETT ^ TffRd 3TT7ER 12,000 EE R 38,500 EE ET F fETTEET 
RtRd 24.000 EE EEET t I ^ RR RTRcEEp :iTT7ER R cETRPf cEE F ET EEFT^^ N 

RETTEE RERf Rl 5TEI Jl RR R tTcRE cE fdl'' TRn^ F I F 'j1041 E RRR EE RTcER 


70,000 RE R RER 1,50,000 FE RN 7FRT - ^ fT?^ E .3RJR EfTRcF RRRT EE RTETR 20,000 





[ ■HFT I—1 ] 


Trim: aromOT 
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^ t ' illf^chlchTfl ^ 3TraT?Ti ^ 3TTrsr^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ -3T^|31cbl^l sdcMIriH 31Tcf3R cTTH l^<53"cfjl cBT xlMRl 3311^ 

(^) 3W<lik1 d<b'ti.!h 

^ HIHell tT ^ ?T ^ t. ^ ^ Wc^ ^nw 

ftpirr ^ an ylaiRic^l ^ft .wnrf^ ?t nn f i arai Ir 1% 33 ?^^ 

niFin 3T%n t. 'juidxll 3Tfcr?cnT%I t 3#? 'W f^ ^3TnT^ TFR?f OcFR ^3 vS^IcTl cf^ 3Tnjf^ 

nnH n anFmaj ^ 

('n) nNdltU virMTci-^ 351 ^ cF5T 35iyui i^jflTlIclcb Lr>lSsiy 35 rMIcjcbi 351 Wcjh f?F51Jl 

nm 3T?3fEj35 TRBTtrr ^ 

mf^ctiljl 5RT 

29, 5TTf£l351^ ^ ^ttei 313f^ 3ttY frj^ 3T3^ 35 ?RR 3?T TT ^ 3^ nT^T 35 

IBsTSJ n y^-ci'll 3^ 3fpcj ^ |: I ^cjira 3T3fe 35 3T^. ^^3^ 3?fT ^ 3TT3T?T 4195 

xpr^ 35 |1T ar I 33 1999-2000 ^ 3RR 3 3TRTT?T 2469 33^ 35 |Tt SJ Jft? 1998-99 
35 ^t3R 3739 331^ 35 ^ aj f#3fWr.3TT# 5^ 371 ^ 31135^ 35 ST^TTR i I 333173 
35T 3K5rrv -f33m 1998-99 3 3.35% 1999-2000 3 2.18% 3l*R 2000-2001 35 ^TTR 
3.73°/() 3373 ^ I f3W 33 1999-2000 ^ 7^7331 35Rl W nitn .3r3f& 35 ^U3T 3T337 

^ 13c3f7iFft3 TRTTlfr 33f^ ^ a3 ■ nanfrl, nP3T 35 773 3 533 ^ 3T7lf3 35 ^RH 
713^ 333 R ^ 333T73 3 PQwel 33 n ^ .333173 3^ 7^7331 3 69% Tift 137313 
373 3 33jf3 33337 %771 3 ^ ^ tR3i7T 3^ ^ 3a3f3 7R 53 cn>lra4l3 7^ 3 

337373 3 7133753 71 ^ 71 3^ sTOT3 33 35Tf 7:^7371 3# 3 ! 3Tfsl353^ 3 3131 3 

f% 31^71 3377173 3 7133 773 3 nfig" ^ ^ 

30 3^1373 37 mPrid 333173 35 3313 37 13737 73771 7133 ^ 3171 33 3133 357^ ,313311715 

713551 71^51 ^ f35 733 31771 3 713R 717^ 35 JJell 71?f ^7131 3 mfr^rl 311373 3 ^Jc33 3 
nUTR TFT^trft '^aicTT 331 .HRlTn 371 .33373 351 13??1J i^WI 33 351351 ^ 7135 3511 

35731 3 yifaj^Kl 3 333 31313 35 317T3 713^ 333 71 71313 TRTJ 35 .333173 #T 3^ 
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cf^Wr gcHT IJlf^ ^ ^ ^ Tran t fcE TTf^ aTTraTfr ^ T?rEd1 

4 WpTf ^ t I ^rramfr Tfr ctei f^racn Tif^ tt 

<T)l>no) cJTE Tran TTT ^ I midl dxlc^ TTGrR T?f cpldd'l ^ TTtTT ^ TFT TIT 

cKfrf^ raFfra Tifei ^Trarrafr tt Traran fslcfTT T?fTcT tt arararsr tft # 


31. TTTra T rar^ rarTrar tt t^ tt?t tttt t?! Tfira tt t aTtrarr rarraTT, 

drT'dd, f^, f^rara Tif^, EnTTFTn Franf^ Tra^nram tt fcranr %raT t 

TT raFTra TT TTTcI ^Firara # ■ TTf&cHT^ ^ Tran # 1^ ;- 


I'sp) raTc^ rarrm T?f cf^Ttct rara T^^ndi ttt^ ttt t f^ram raFtm tt Gnraft 
raraiidd raram tt rafran Tif^ ^ 3fiT rarar Trgfdd arrar tttt T?r ft^ i 


(T5) arira 3rait5 T t? #?r ?M rarteranTn cbMPian rarenftri araran f ^ ^ sft i Fanfti 

rC|Wd T^ Tit d.ra'il F TiitJ 3rar% cE (^lyM •’JifrlcbictTrl'i cbMpi-y'i cF ^F) \3TTTFF F Riyioc aiTF 

^ I TFc^ 2 (ii) ^ afc^iR^d FT arara f^EFtF 'aiRrani ft raFajra rar 1 %tt f 

frrag fcTftf f ttf t w ftttff f arm mfir ft Ftttf ft rarraft F ' 

Ffy^TF fr^rarar T?frfFTT?R ft cra?^ tf # anra .3rarf& ^ Frh ttftt ^ ra?TTFF 

F ^ ^ tj Flf^FTFrara FTTft FT 61 % fFFFT FfSltd TTF .TFf& FT FTTR FTF^ cR^ FT TRc^ 
rarTTFF FT TFT s|>s| Mfrigid ciddf ^ aftF FTTrFF PiilH 2(^) Fi R Ti'ilcj FTinT 

FTFT TFT ^ aTR TTT # TFERS FT FTF ulTUTlTl FT t^FT-lS *1 f^l TFT F ' aTT: 

TTfFFrFl FT fFFTT T % FFn^ TJZITT FT 8TfT ddlldT afR STFcTT TTFrar T -TTF fTFTFT FT FTFUT 
^ F i FTf^FTFTFT cbMPFrl FTT FeTT MdfVld TTJTT F^ FTTT F fTraioT FT F^ 

?^eTFT F FTTF -TFfT FT FTTF 16,25% F?[ fTFFT .^TF t i 





[ WT I—1] 
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(n) ^IdTRh ^ ^ ^ :iTcrf& ch^Hdl 4 ffe ^ eft, vidJIdH 

ir ^ %F?f <j?riHrfi jt ^ ^ .3Tfefc}^ ^ I gw- m^n w t wj 

cfi wfd did gin^ ^ ^ I Wchiv mf^d 3|IdIdI g dPdd d^ldd srp^T g^vd 

^ 3jgfm gg g^^gg ^ g>^ ^ ^?Tgg % 1 gn ggr cblddl g^ gg^d 

dK-dfc|g5 ^ t LiRuiiM^g^M vjrMidH ^ g^ ?T gg^ 3fk ^gTdk' 

fcRfrg Wgi 3J3RT w i 


qrf^ gg ^rinft 

32 gr^g -11 < iii i gi 3r^gng <ufd gg^ g drfttg^ g?fT ^ "^ig grd gggg gj sigidi g^ 

Liidd'^lefr gfrg # gT fgf^ nrfergg^ gg gpgd g3 grg ^ igfT -dfrargr g3 

ygrg gg wjft J^ggiggr gggrr fg^i gw? ^ g ^rrgmt g? g MHil'Jid 
gg grf^ 2 % 3 T%cg % gfr I^Rjtg g^fgg g^ Mfri^iddi c^ g gjgg t gsg gw? 
^ 33 ?Tg grd aggirf g?r grgr ?frgTg g^afl g^ 3ggTrT gg 3 ”'0 t sffg (^) sTPirg 
gi ggjg gg ^j^wjv3 aggrf^d gmn gag ^ fr ?gTgTg g? #g gfwf^ 
g?f ?Tg^ gg sw ^ 3;3jg ^ ^M^gg f i grf^gg^ g grm t fe gW3 'ggig' fft g? 
grg^ g gw grf^ 2 % t 3Tf&g5 F 3 fR gw ^ g? wrgr gfr gw 3 °-o ft 

.3^te t I grf&gg^ w grg t gT? gg wrf^ wg ggg gg gw ^ 

31 1 g I d'l ??? ggig gg ^fjggtggr ^ggrtfl gg g grgn gfgri fw -■gv gF gw f? uw 
33FfTg gg grw sggjgt g3 ggvw grfg cm ggrg g??? ^ 


(^?) (iURinirHcb ^WEI 

33, w g^ giTtg gg grfeg 3 twtt gw gg wg # gidggEft fwrr g^ .3P5gg- ^ 
g31%gg (i3-) g w wgw t fcF?; 


w. grfcr wngf % g'>3m gfr w ■^' ■g'^ gif^rg? ggwf 

gffg ??3c^ggg gft gffg ^iif^d F^ft 3gt1% Wd gwr g^ gg gw FTefg ? ^ ^ 


'r,T,0 GI/2001—5 
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cHWfScb TTRlf^ ^E3TTY vir^Ilc^cEd I. f^TT?! TT 3TFI aFRITT 

vTTTTPT, TTTc^ '^bTddl ^ RTiifcIcl do>!d c||cH cbKch, 4|r"1 ^ RT^Tf 'ic^d iTdlg 'i'-dTcE 

diwf^cb^aft^ HcbKIr^cb ^?KiPTR, R ^ ST^T^TT 

TTlf^ I 

?nf^ranw?rt3Jt f^wr: 

34 i||Rjcb|cbTlK3Tt ^ ^ t Wi fflf^ TTsEg ^ TI cITgTTt ^ Tlfel 3TFIRTT 

cf^ g^ROT ^ t I cRgart ^ q|B ti^ cf^TR^ tt WT?r rr t 

^'flfeli' ^Tgrm ^ 37Rft %F?t cf^tTR ^xJcRIdd RTJBTI WT?t cPR ^ R3f^ ^RIT W 
% I ^J?IR a#Rf^ RRR w ^ffTR ^ t I Tlfel -^TRRt W ^ cf^TfR 

cp Rf^TTTERRR ^R?| RSIRT cfR RT^R WRT ^3TT t I RgJRT cfTT 3TRft 3fR 

vicMIdd A ift ^SchlcJd Tir# % I TR^^ ^JUFT R FF RiFT t % TIF^ F^Tlt clft 

RTF R FRf R)4| R^ ^ 3fR FFTIR RR SlfR cR fcTR RTR R f^Rtf f^RIcTF FR fRTRFJR 
R^ FRTRT RR Rcbdl t 

RTfe«ihl’0 gRT 3<tR Rfflg nRuim 

35. IRf^TFR?! R cRRRTRTFT RRR FT RR R RRTfRj |RFR TTR 3RR #3TTt3TTRR)RRT FT 
FfefTTRT TR lit fFxTR f^T t f^RTFR TjFFTff RFTITRT R TJR^ fcfTFT RRT % I RFf&FR^ 3TRR 
fclFR'1 R FFR t%RF^ MlRlff gER FrT elTR W FTERTT R RRE FR# FRRR R^t ^ ttRRRT % 

RtFJFT RfTF R RTcJ FFTRT FR FTR FTeft glfR FT RrRFRft RTRT FR RFT I RTRT R 
RFJTR RR RRTF F?f FTPF FT RTIFFTT^ ^ RFR fRFR FT -3TJFF-11 (iv) FT 3TRRRR ^■ 
FTTRFTT RR PcIFK fcbFI % FTlfFr yVe) RFTPT F^ fR^ld RR RRTF FIHd FpRf^ \3TRTFR, fFsRl^ 
FTFIR %RRT, eRRRFrTT fRFcR fFF?f FRJeft RlfF I RlfFFR^ R RF ^ RTRT F fe FfpF RFfR FT 
F^TR RFT^ cR^TR F^ RtR Tj^Fcft F^ 1999-2000 fR RTR FT RTRRR RRTR ^ F 


36 RRRrFRTFRTR ftf^RR STTf^IFT RIRRFI F^ FFR FT FTF RTfRFR^ Rdd fRRfTR RR 





[■HTnl— 1 ] 


'TTOT Trim ; 


^5 

(i) T=i^^3#rT % liTR^ dT^Vl fWtH 3T1^ t 3j*t^ ‘qifoT STFIT^Tf % 3^^ 'IWTTT % ^ 

i i) ^ TT mfer -^TTOTrTT ^ WT^ ^ ^ ^ t ' 

(iii) h)^ ft ^ ■^nt^ 3T^q % fTTFT3 -sn^ ^ I 

i\-) yvcj \SeilJ| f^o^l ^f^tiTrT -"iT^O ^ 3TVFT ^ 1999-2000 ^ ^ ^ 

t I wfer .3 ttwt ^ g^rr ^ ^ 

\') vT^TTfT ^ MlHirl ^lilldl ^ c^Nd cbr'lrfl cR fRRtJT tJldl ^ 

\'i ) ^J^JFT cHT ^#rTdf ^kM ^ W?nT ETp^ ^3TT ^ ^ ^dlldH ?TFTd cf^ cT^p^t ^ 

■W^tr t?5f^ ^ cj[^ ^ cRv ^ ^RTTf^ irrfdd .‘iil'Uldi cF^rt cb^|L|d vjrM I d^ 

cdFTdf ^ SRKf?t ^ K 

\'ii) ^tiyicKi didcj^ -■^Tif^, wjf^cR ?rsTT ?txrJt JFiu 7 t sidiTuid f fcR Wcj v3W' 

cRT cR cRTTOT dlwTcIcb fiffd ^ F 

(^) ^T Rtfttt ^tjtr r f^rer 

37 'iilHI'^J rfR II7 Micdyi^Jt cPTPT ^ T:)^d tr^T m?rd cRT ^W l kl dr?^ ^ 

^ITTcfrn >TOTR d.d^dM fTT '^Kl pT HSTT '^TRctn dl-dK fl d 1% d g fdv ' -M £JT n^, 

f7$rfd ?TTdl f: ffT ^ JK WTT^ tT ^ 

38 otTeJcRT^ ^ dHd ? % yidd^Eft RFTTd ^ cRf^STt '7> vjLR| | J [ 7^ ff^f^fj:^ 

'TcTT^ '•R cRldd ^rR" 5^81fdd f?ld 5fR ijf^TITTfRRRRCr \-;d1lc:l d^T i^cddldHcR Mfd'l-Myic^cRrrT fR" 
^VJTS PR? TfcRdl ^ I rfSirfd Mlddxjisft vlMid 1 ^ 'JTRffrd snufR W yiTTWETT iJRT fTnft 

?7TcR IdMVid crndddTEJt ddldl ERT dfPJ cRdd R Cfldd gRT PTnRf 3R^f^ RTW TFTTtcT ^RT, iT Rr If Nj 
vTOTR ERT dichdl 3fR fRd ER RddT^dTT cR cZTTLRR fdcRRu 7^ ' 

SrrfETdRT^ dTR dRd f R17RRT£!rt WTIt ^ R .-iRTTTrf ^ cRR d^ FtR, 

RTv grrfRd \TddlcKil 3 TT rR fid'-' \ 3 H|ld cRt N-iCTtdSJrn IR RR 3 fdR d^ CR?dT i 


(?T) 

vJRTdd R fdWR dRd pR ERd mf&m^ f^-T fdW7 R d|d ^ 
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(i) t?fr ^ RH'HJ TJcRI R cER iJeR RY 

fcERT RTTT %, 

(ii) ^ ciiMf^ch erf^ t, 

(iii) aif^ TTsT^ ^ TnRTrn R) t. 


40. ERcJ RejHI cEt ^ 3TRT R? RTrEjET TT Hlf^'Ri'^l R RTR rfcE R^fT 

R TOft 3THITHT T? RhIRIH TTRRT?Jt ^ccE oHTTRT R l d^^jcE TTR?TT ? 

SKI fRy'iRrl RTSR HlP^R RMRcKI tKHTTRTr R dill |r I PT%cKRt R RTRR Hlf^ld 

RT arf^ cF Hlfvdd RTT ift ^R^r R' REE TT RRT RFKKttfl' RFTTR R^ %'RT|^ RKR RET 

5KtTTR t RHK KRTRT RTTRT # RT R?r 5Tf^ RTRPR Ft RR^^ft I arfR ^ 

cR RRTRR TT RRRTRt ^ T|r R^ ^[KRT RTTR 3TRf& RT RTf^RRWf 

Rj^RrI c)^ srfR tRr ftR?r R^^ ^ Rnsj rkr rr ywici t i 


41 ffR^^TK, Rlf^RdPl RF Ri'RiR?! RKR F .'^PriE Rf£pKK, TTRT rImt ^ ^ 
RiftRKUT R^ .'iK^^-l RT 3TOTPJ-55 R5 TTrFTR -ITTR RTK JJR5, RoW, ^ || R ri -TfK RT^ftET ^ 
RE RT R^ K M.uUOd dRiir^ch RETORT R1 TT^fl'-RTRIdl RR Rv#R RKRER RKT FTT TTRR F RTP^ 
R?f RfR RTc4t -irtEKjRRT RPt rllp)<5l TT RIRpA^ RHfRRTEJt ^^cR> cTRTRT RTTR I RTFRYTEf)' ?TcRE 
PlMfdRsIrl YTTTEift rt Rjiold-S Rl ATRYTK FDT 


RER R ^ 


1 IJO^O ^ Rd-|is<T/P|i|idcb 

2 Rr4^ ^ TOft ^PRTRRE/f^rRTRRE 


3. F^nftRT RE TTJpt drRTRcS/f^RldR' 


4. RTR^tK R^ TOPt TTdTIRRE/f^rRtdRE 


dlddREft fSKPMt 

FTeK UfrlfcbiTI 

0.684 

0,143 

0.619 


1.275 







[WTl—1] 


'‘TOT ; 3TW«TO^ 


37 


42 ^ ^ f^ STFTRTt cR tt^ y^lni^jcTth 1962 ^ 3T#^ 

l^mrfT gRT Tjarr ^dricbciH tThtti ktht .dtW 3 Tf&f^RFr 1975 ^ etht 

3, 3^, 871, 9 3fR 9^ ^ rT^ eFTK^ TO? TOT mSTO7, TOlft 5TTON TO TOTf^TR ftn 

3T. arM ^ 

43. ^rRf^TTO Pitrotrl ^ arf^Rjf^ tot^ to to^ P i nf^Rdd TOrrot Tropft: 


(to) TTrftrroTft TT^ff 1 %?t^ TOfefr tt ^ frororfi to to^ f^LMfriiiji strI^ct to^ ttot tot 

3tf^ f^tTOtll 4 f&TO? %TO TOTtTTO, 


(75) yrt^TTOT^ gTTT Pl<u)dcb\ 3TI<UldRl, TOITOTOTTOtTTTO rfSJT -TOTO sTTcT f^dsl.^ TOT 3TTTOT 

7T fcRIT ^ t ^ ?77 flTTf^TTO TOTET m|7u|R TO TOT^ ^ cjft fTT^ R 40 TO TOTO7 

-•jm fcTcTR TO7 RTO^ # I ^ 3TRT f?cTif^ ^ f^TSTO^ TO ycb l VM 71^ TO^ 7T 

40 cfT Tfrro? 3TO% fc|-dl7l R aTTOTcT TO7T RTOTfT 


(^) TOJ^t f^TTTOg TOfM TOT Tff%TO . 3 T^£I TOT^ TOT 3 TTO!TO 5 TTOR TOT^T t TJRTO 

sdd fcrf^cT ^ PR^cT TORTO ^'OlT 


'Ti'i grf&TOTRr .tor^rto ^ Tftro ttto trt w .rr Tniro toto 


(^.) 3Tf^ f%Wf! cjf( UtW TOR^ R RFeT Rf^TOT^ Rld^iicb TdSRT TOT ^TTOR TOR^ 


WT.TO. TOTRjjrf, fiP^Ni 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Departmental Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTIDUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, tlic7tl\ December. 2001 

Preliminary- Fintlin];s 

Sub ject:—Anti'dumpin); investigation concerningimport.s of Aci^iic Fibre originating in or 
exported from UFE Germany, and Bulgaiia—Preliminary findings. 


No. 42/i/2(ioi-DGAD. — jhe Government of India having regard to the 

Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 

(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped 

Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 

A. PROCEDURE 

2. The procedure described below has been followed:- 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under 
the above Rules, received a written petition from Forum of Acrylic 
Fiber Manufacturers, New Delhi on behalf of the domestic industry, 
alleging dumping of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as subject 
goods) originating in and exported from UK, Germany, Brazil and 
Bulgaria (hereinafter referred to as subject countries); 

(ii) The following producers of acrylic fibre in India and members of the 
Forum (hereinafter referred to as the petitioners) have specifically 
consented to participate in the anti-dumping investigations: 

a) M/s Indian Acrylics Limited, having its office at: 

SCO, 49-50, Sector 26, 

Chandigarh. 

b) M/s Consolidated Fiber and Chemicals Limited, having its 

office at; 

97, Park Street Kolkata. 

c) M/s Pasupati Acrylon Limited, having its office at; 

M-14, Connaught Place, New Delhi. 
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Two other domestic producers, viz., M/s. Indian Petrochemicals and 
Chemicals Ltd., Baroda; and M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., Ludhiana have 
supported the petition. 

(iii) The Authority notified the Embassies of UK, Germany, Brazil and 
Bulgaria in India about the receipt of dumping application made by the 
petitioners before proceeding to initiate the investigation in accordance 
with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 

(iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 28**’ August, 2001 published 
in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping 
proceedings concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre falling under Chapter 
heading/subheading 5501.30 and 5503.30 of Schedule I of the 
Customs Tariff Act. 

(v) The Authority forwarded copy of the said public notice to the known 
exporters, importers, industry associations and to the complainants and 
gave them an opportunity to make their views known in writing. 

(vi) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a copy 
of the petition to all the known exporters and Embassies of subject 
countries in India. 

(vii) The Authority sent questionnaires, to elicit relevant information, to the 
following exporters: 


1. Acordis Ag, 

Kasinostrasse 19, 

42103, Wuppertal, 

Germany. 

2. Bayer Faser Gmbh, 

41538, Dormagen, 

Gesellschaffen Faserwerke Lingen, 

Gvw Garnveredlingswerke Gmbh, Goch, 
Germany. 

3. Markische Faser Ag, 

Parkstrasse, 

14727, Premnitz, 

Germany. 

4. Du Pont De Nemours (Deutschland). 

Du Pont Strasse 1, 

61352, BAD HOMBURG V.D.H, 
Germany. 

5. Accordis, 

Westcrogt, Saint Street. 
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Bradford, 

U.K. 

e.Neftokhim Petrochemical Complex, 
Acrylic Fibre Complex, 

Burgas, 

Bulgaria. 

7,Rhodia Bresil Crylor, 

Acrylic Fibre Division, 

Centro Empresarial A.V. Maria, 
Coelho Aguiar 215, 

Bloco B, Cep05804-902, 

Sao Paulo, 

Brazil. 


(viii) The Embassies of subject countries in New Delhi were also informed 
about the initiation of investigation and requested to advise the 
exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time; 

(ix) The questionnaire was sent to the following 
users/importers/association of subject goods: 

M/s. Rajasthan Spinning & Weaving Mills Ltd., 

Bhilwara Bhawan, 

40*41, Community Center, 

New Delhi-110 065, 

M/s. Siddharth Super Spinning Mills Ltd., 

211, Gagan Deep, 

12, Rajendra Place, 

New Delhi - 110 008, 

M/s. Adhinath Textiles Ltd., 

Village - Bholapur, 

P.O. Sahabana Mundia, 

Ludhiana, 

Punjab. 

M/s, Vardhaman Spinning & General Mills, 

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana -141 011, 

Punjab, 

M/s, Malwa Cotton Spinning Mills Ltd,, 

Industrial Area, ‘A’, 

Ludhiana -141 003, 

Punjab.’ 
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M/s. Winsome Textile Industries Ltd., 

SCO 144-145, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh -160 022. 

M/s. Bhiwani Textile Mills, 

Bhiwani (Dist. Hissar), 

Haryana. 

M/s. Shruti Synthetics Ltd., 

Village Loyaran, Gagunda Road, 

Udaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

M/s. Nahar Spinning Mills Ltd., 

373, Industrial Area - A, 

Ludhiana -141 003, 

Punjab. 

Indian Spinners’ Association, 

C/o The Millowners’ Association, 

Elphinstone Building, 

10, Veer Nariman Road, 

Fort, Mumbai - 400 001. 

(x) . Additional information regarding injury was sought from the petitioners, 

which was also furnished; 

(xi) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the 
interested parties; 

(xii) ***** in this notification represents information furnished by the 
interested parties on confidential basis and so considered by the 
Authority under the Rules, 

(xiii) The investigation covered the period from 1®' April, 2000 to 31®' March 
2001 ; 

(xiv) Copies of initiation notice were also sent to FICCI, Cll, ASSOCHAM 
etc., for wider circulation. 


B. PETITIONER’S VIEWS 

3. The petitioners have made the following major arguments in their 
submissions:- 

i. The product under consideration in the present petition is 
Acrylic Fibre 
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ii. Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer composed 
of at least 90% by weight of Acrylonitrile units. Acrylic fibre 
can be acrylic staple fibre, acrylic tow or acrylic top, Acrylic 
staple fibre, acrylic tow and acrylic top are all known as 
acrylic fibre. The only difference between acrylic fibre and 
acrylic tow is the difference in length. Acrylic Fibre is 
produced in various grades, which are defined in terms of its 
Denier, Acrylic Fibre is an economical substitute for 
expensive wool. Acrylic Fibre has application in day to day 
human life use. Acrylic Fibre has a variety of applications in 
apparel, house-hold and industrial areas, 

iii. Acrylic Fibre (which includes tow, top and staple) is classified 
under Chapter 55 of the Customs Tariff Act at subheading 
nos, 5501.30 and 5503.30. 

iv. There is no known difference in Acrylic Fibre produced by 
the Indian industry and the Acrylic Fibre exported from the 
subject countries. The Acrylic Fibre produced by the Indian 
industry and that imported from the subject countries is 
comparable in terms of characteristics, such as, physical and 
chemical, manufacturing process and technology, functions 
and uses, products specification, pricing, distribution and 
marketing and tariff classification of the goods. Therefore, 
the Acrylic Fibre produced by the domestic industry should 
be treated as like article to the subject goods imported from 
subject countries within the meaning of the Rules supra. 

V. The petitioners represent the domestic industry as they have 
a majority share in the domestic production of Acrylic Fibre. 

vi. As regards the normal value in the case of UK, the 
petitioners have claimed the same on the basis of an 
evidence of domestic sale in UK. The petitioner has made 
adjustment on account of VAT and Inland freight for 
determination of normal value in UK. As regards normal 
value in Germany the petitioner has not been able to get any 
evidence of domestic sales in Germany. They have 
produced evidence of exports of subject goods by German 
producer to a third country. They have claimed the normal 
value based on the export price to the third country after 
making adjustments on account of inland freight. As regards 
Brazil and Bulgaria the petitioners have not been able to get 
evidence of domestic sales in these countries or any exports 
to third country. They have claimed normal value on the 
basis of constructed cost of production after taking the price 
of major raw material Acrylonitrile on the basis of 
internationally published prices. 
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vii. The petitioners have claimed export price based on the 
published data of DGCI&S, Kolkate. The petitioners have 
made adjustments from the weighted average GIF export 
price on account of ocean freight, marine insurance, 
commission, inland transportation in the country of export 
and port handling charges. 

viii. As per the petitioners, prior to this petition, the domestic 
industry was suffering from dumping of Acrylic Fibre from 
various countries and the Designated Authority has 
conducted investigations in respect of imports of Acrylic 
Fibre from USA, Thailand, Korea RP, Italy, Spain, Portugal, 
Japan, Mexico, Turkey and Taiwan. Evidently, the domestic 
industry has been suffering regularly due to dumping from 
various sources one after the another. 

ix, The exporters from UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria are 
dumping Acrylic Fibre into India and the Designated 
Authority may examine the cumulative effect of these 
dumped imports from different sources as required under the 
Anti Dumping Rules. 

X. The quantum of imports from each of the subject country is 
more than the de-minimus limit. 

xi. Market share of imports from subject countries has 
increased. 

xii. Production, capacity utilization and sales of the domestic 
industry declined during the POI. 

xiii. The selling price of the domestic industry has increased 
during the POI. However, the industry has not been able to 
realize a fair price even after imposition of anti-dumping duty 
on imports from various sources as imports have started 
from newer sources. 

xiv. Sales volume of the domestic industry declined by more than 
17% during 2000-01 which was directly due to shifting of 
some of the customers to the dumped imports. 

XV. Though there is no significant change in the employment 
level in the petitioner companies. However, should the 
situation continue, the domestic industry will have to 
restrict/close down production which would have significant 
adverse irhpact on employment. 

xvi. The sales of Acrylic Fibre at prices significantly below cost of 
production and fair selling price has resulted in heavy losses 
to the domestic industry. Continued dumping from one after 
other source has forced the domestic industry to sell the 
products at a price which does not permit recovery of even 
full cost of production. 

xvii. The injury to the domestic industry is directly being caused 
due to dumped imports from the subject countries 


C EXPRORTERS’, IMPORTERS’, USERS’ AND OTHER INTERESTED 
PARTIES’ VIEWS 
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4. Responses have been received from the following exporters and 
exporters’ organization: 

i. Acordis UK Ltd., UK. 

ii. M/s. Lukoil Oil Company, Bulgaria. 

iii. DuPont Deutschland Holding GmbH & Co. KG, Germany. 

iv. Dralon GmbH - Bayerwerk, Germany. 

V. International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee 
(CIRFS), Brussels. 

5. The submissions made and/or the information provided by the above 
are as follows; 

(i) Acordis UK Ltd., UK . 

M/s. ACORDIS in their response, have offered price undertaking by 
confirming to undertake in consultation with the domestic Acrylic Fibre 
industry of India to not export Acrylic Fibre at a price which is injurious to the 
domestic industry. 

(ii) M/s. Lukoil Company, Bulgaria. 

M/s. Lukoil Company has furnished information regarding total quantity 
and value of exports to India, exports to other countries and domestic sales 
during the POI and in the years 1998 and 1999. As per the company the 
Acrylic Fibre was sold via a company registered in UK through an agent in 
India. The domestic market sales price include about 3% cost of financing 
since the terms of sale are usually with 90-120 days deferred payment and 
the normal interest rate around being 12% per annum. The exporter has not 
furnished complete response as per the prescribed questionnaire with 
Appendix 1 to 10, 

(iii) DuPont Deutschland Holding GmbH & Co. KG, Germany 

M/s. Dupont have informed that they are currently not producing and 
exporting Acrylic Fibre from Germany to India. Following a decision taken in 
June, 1990 the parent company and its affiliates have withdrawn from the 
production of Acrylic Fibre in the early 1990s. Therefore, they have not 
answered to the questionnaire. 

(iv) Dralon GmbH - Bayerwerk, Germany 

M/s. Dralon GmbH has informed that they are legal successor of Bayer 
Faser GmbH Business Unit Acrylic Fibres which was founded on January 1®‘ 
2001. The exports of their company during April 2000 - March, 2001 were 
994 MT. During the preceding twelve month period the exports of their 
company were 1337 MT and so their business with India in volume terms has 
shrunk by 26% during the period of investigation. Compared to a mill 
consumption in India of approximately 1.20,000 T/annum their market share 
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was about 0.8% during the POI and with this market share they do not see 
any danger for the Indian domestic producers (as per de-minimus Rules). 
According to them the utilization rate of the Indian domestic Acrylic Fibre 
producers of around 93-94% during the period of investigation indicates the 
performance which is equal to or above the average of the world-wide 
industry. They requested that the anti-dumping complaint against Dralon 
should be cancelled as they consider it to be unfounded. However, they have 
not furnished complete information as required under Appendix 1 to 10 of the 
questionnaire sent to them. 

(v) International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee (CIRFS). Brussels 

As per this association CIRFS is the representative association for the 
European man-made fibre industry. CIRFS has made the following major 
arguments in their communication sent through E-Mail; 

• Market Share 

The market share in India of imports from UK and Germany has remained 
at a very low level. In the case of Germany, market share (using the 
information in the Petition filed by the Forum of Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers) in 
2000/2001 can be deduced as only 1.7%, and 1.1% in the case of the UK. It 
is the contention of CIRFS that, in the circumstances of the Indian acrylic 
fibres market, these market shares are too low to be the cause of injury to 
Indian producers. 

• Normal Value in UK and Germany 

The assessment of normal value in UK and Germany contained in the 
Petition is highly misleading. Information from specialist consultants shows 
estimates for selling prices in the West European market in April 2000 to 
March 2001 ranging from $ 1.20 to $ 1.45 per kg, with a weighted average of 
$ 1.33. Assessment by the Petitioners of normal value in Germany as $ 1.66 
and $ 2.67 in UK has thus clearly been made on the basis of specialist 
products, which are not comparable to those generally exported to India. The 
evidence in the consultants’ report should thus be taken as the best evidence 
available of normal value in Germany, UK as the consultants concerned have 
an international reputation. However, the stated report of the consultant has 
not been received by the Authority. 

As per CIRFS the true causes of injury to domestic industry are: 

(a) Insufficient scale 

The average size of the plants of the Petitioners ranges from 
12,000 tonnes to 38,500 tonnes, with an average of 24,000 tonnes. 
This is well below the economic size needed to run efficient acrylic 
fibres production units. 

In UK and Germany plant size varies from 70,000 tonnes to 150,000 
tonnes. Some plants elsewhere in the world exceed 200,000 tonnes. 
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The Petitioners will continue to have serious problems unrelated to 
imports for as long as they continue to run units of uneconomic size. 

(b) Inadequate technology 

The Indian plants are in some cases old, some of them imported 
' second-hand many years ago, and technologically obsolescent. This 
means that production costs are high, quality unreliable and that 
producers are unable to supply a full range of products. 

( c) Excessive Protection of Acrylic Fibre Producers 

The Indian textile industry (spinning, weaving, manufacture of finished 
apparel and household textiles) is both an essential supplier of products to the 
Indian population and a major export sector. It employs large numbers of 
people, and makes a very large contribution to India’s export earnings. 
However, it has been seriously harmed by the imposition of anti-dumping 
duties, and will be further harmed if the current investigation results in the 
imposition of further anti-dumping duties. 

CIRFS has further stated that: 

i) Indian acrylic fibre prices are among the highest in the world 

According to the leading firm of consultants the price of acrylic 
fibre in Asia in 2000/2001 averaged $ 1.36 per kg, This is equivalent to 
approximately Rs 63. No specific information on selling prices in India 
in the same period is given in the Petition, 

ii) Indian producers have increased prices faster than in other regions 
of the world 

According to the Petition, selling prices of the Petitioners 
increased by 26,5% between 1999/2000 and 2000/2001, This is a 
much higher rate than in other regions of the world. 

iii) The Indian textile industry will be denied access to better quality and 
more innovative fibres needed to increase the value added of their 
products 

Producers in UK and Germany produce fibres to the highest 
quality standards, including many fibre variants not manufactured in 
India, These value added products will help Indian spinners, weavers 
and knitters increase the quality and attractiveness of their products, 
and the prices they can obtain on local and international markets, if 
they are permitted free access to them. 

CIRFS has, therefore urged for immediate termination of the anti-dumping 
investigations concerning Germany and UK on the grounds of their 
incompatibility with the WTO Agreement and the serious damage which will 
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be caused to the Indian textile industry by further anti-dumping action on 
acrylic fibre. 

6. The following importers/association have responded : 

M/s. APM Industries Ltd., Bhiwadi, Rajasthan. 

M/s. Deepak Spinners Ltd., Chandigarh. 

M/s. Indian Spinners Association, Mumbai. 

(i) M/s. APM Industries Ltd., Bhiwadi. Rajasthan 

M/s. APM Industries Ltd. have given information relating to their 
imports from Italy and Japan which are not relevant to these investigations, 

(ii) M/s. Deepak Spinners Ltd., Chandigarh 

M/s. Deepak Spinners Ltd have given partial information to the 
questionnaire . In respect of imports from the subject countries they have 
given information about imports of *** quantity from 
Germany under Advance Licence (Duty exemption Scheme) @ *** CIF 
Mumbai. They have not shown any other imports of subject goods with 
payment of Duty in Annexure 4. They have also not furnished any 
information in respect of Annexure 5,6&7. 

(iii) M/s. Indian Spinners Association. Mumbai. 

Indian Spinners Association has in their response made the following major 
arguments; 

(a) Insignificant imports from UK and Germany: 

As per the Indian Spinners Association the figures of imports of Acrylic Fibre 
are as under; 


(Quantity in kg.) 


Year 

U.K. 

Germany 

Brazil 

Bulgaria 

1996-97 

55,624 

10,14,658 

Nil 

Nil 

1997-98 

3,56,056 

5,88,861 

6,585 

Nil 

1998-99 

18,521 . 

8,56,765 

25,334 . 

Nil 

1999-2000 

9,404 

9,76,966 

70,213 

18,070 

2000-2001 
(Apr. to Feb.) 

94,074 

11,11,224 

Nil 

18,519 


Imports of acrylic fibre from the U.K. have come down substantially since 
1997-98, The drop in import is of the order of 75%. In the case of Germany, 
there has been a small increase In imports, which is of the order of 8 to 9%, In 
the case of Brazil, there are no imports in the period of investigation. Bulgaria 
is not a regular supplier of the subject goods to India, and imports have taken 
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place only in the last two years, i.e. 1999-2000 and 2000-2001, and the level 
of imports is more or less the same, The above facts do not show any threat 
of increased imports from subject countries. 

(b1 Normal Value : 

In the case of the U.K., the normal value has been worked out on the 
basis of one solitary sale document in the domestic market. An important 
issue like, normal value cannot be determined on the basis of one single 
transaction. A solitary transaction might be an unusual deal being for a small 
quantity or terms of trade in favour of the buyer might have influenced the 
transaction or there might have been an urgent and out-of-turn supply etc. It 
will therefore, be totally misleading to go by just one transaction to determine 
the normal value. 


In the case of Germany, the price is determined on the basis of price in 
a single transaction of a producer from Germany exporting the subject goods 
to a third country. Here again it is necessary to go into the levels of trade, 
quantities involved and conditions and terms of sale. It is also necessary to 
find out whether the third country is an appropriate country to consider the 
price. More importantly, a single transaction may be a freak deal. 

The costing route adopted in the case of Brazil and Bulgaria raise the 
question of the assumptions made in the determination of cost of production, 
and their justification. Since the assumptions have not been given, it is not 
possible to comment on the same. 

(c ) Evidence of Injury : 


• The figures of country-wise imports given in the petition do not appear 
to be correct as they appear to be at variance with DGCIS data for 
April,2000 to February, 2001. The correct figures should be as given in 
para 6(iii)(a) above. 

• So far as production and capacity utilization are concerned, here again 
data given by the petitioner has been distorted by referring to only 
three petitioners and leaving out supporting producers. If the total 
production of the industry as a whole is taken, then the picture is as 
under;- 


Year 

1998- 1999 

1999- 2000 
2000 - 2001 


Production of Acrylic Fibre 
(Quantity in tons) 
78,917 
79,313 
94,704 


• It would thus been seen that in the year of investigation, domestic 
production of acrylic fibre has increased by 20% over the previous 
year. 
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• So far as the market share is concerned the correct picture is as 
under- 


Year 

Market Share 

Production 
in Tonns 

Imports from 4 
countries in 

Tonns 

Total 

Imports to 
Total as % 

1999-2000 

79,313 

1075 

80,388 

1.34 

2000-2001 

94,704 

1224 

95,928 

1.27 


• It will be seen from the above that the Market Share of domestic 
producers has increased, while that of imports has gone down. 

• The price of Acrylic fibre vis-^-vis that of Acrylonitrite, the main raw 
material depict the following position:- 


Year 

Price Per Kg. 

Acrylic 

Acrylonitrite 

1999 -2000 

74 

31 

2000 -2001 

90 

42 


• While the raw material cost increased by Rs.11 per kg., the selling 
price increased by an hefty Rs.16 per kg. 

• Profitability depends upon various factors like Managerial efficiency, 
productivity, level of technology, upkeep of machines level of 
rationalization, industrial relations etc. Hence losses suffered by the 
domestic producers, if any, cannot be said to have increased because 
of imports. The petitioners have also not given information on many 
parameters as required statutorily. 

(d) Causal Link 


The information on causal link is not proper and to the point and the 
domestic producers have failed to establish the causal link. Thus the 
petitioners have failed to establish any dumping or injury or causal link. There 
is therefore no justification to proceed with the investigation and the finding 
may be given to say that there has been no dumping and no ground for 
imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

D. EXAMINATION AND FINDINGS BY THE AUTHORITY 


7. The submission made by the petitioners, importers, exporters and 
other interested parties, to the extent filed before the Authority have 
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been examined and considered while arriving at these findings and 
wherever appropriate have been dealt hereinafter. 

8. The Authority confirms, in the absence of complete and sufficient 
response from the exporters from subject countries in the form and 
manner prescribed, having made the findings with regard to exports 
from subject countries on the basis of the facts available to it as per 
rule 6(8) supra. 

9. The cases of new exporters or those stated to be willing to give price 
undertaking shall be considered, on request, by the Authority in 
accordance with the Rules supra. 


Product Under Consideration And Like Article 

10. The product under consideration in this investigation is Acrylic 
Fibre. Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at 
least 90% by weight of Acrylonitrile units. Acrylic fibre can be acrylic 
staple fibre, acrylic tow or acrylic top. All the three forms are the subject 
matter of this investigation. Acrylic Fibre is produced in various grades, 
which are defined in terms of its Denier. Acrylic Fibre finds application 
in apparel, household and industrial areas. Acrylic Fibre is classified in 
chapter heading 55.01 and 55.03. The product is classified under 
5501.30 and 5503.30 under the Customs Tariff Act at six digit levels 
and under 5501.3000 and 5503.3000 under ITC. The present 
investigations are in respect of the product under consideration 
irrespective of the classification under which they are imported. 
Customs classification is indicative only and is in no way binding on the 
scope of the present investigation. 

11. The petitioner claimed that the goods produced by them are like 
articles to the goods originating in or exported from subject counties. 
None of the interested partiers who have responded to the 
investigation has disputed that Acrylic Fibre exported by the subject 
countries and Acrylic Fibre produced by the domestic industry are like 
article. Thus, the Authority holds, for the purpose of preliminary 
determination, that Acrylic Fibre being produced by the domestic 
industry is like article to the product under consideration, 


De-Minimus Limits 

12. As regards ascertaining that the imports from the subject countries 
during the period of investigation (POI) are above de-minimus levels, the 
Authority has referred to the DGCI&S published data. As per the data of 
DGCI&S the imports of Acrylic Fibre during POI under the classification 
55013000 ‘Synthetic Filament Tow, Acrylic/Mod-Acrylic’ and 55033000 'Staple 
Fibres of Acrylic/Mod-Acrylic’ are as under: 
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Country Name 

Quantity (MT) 

%age share in imports 

Brazil 

665.51 

4.765 

Bulgaria 

540.29 

3.868 

Germany 

1782.94 

12.765 

UK 

1206.36 

8,637 


Thus, the Authority finds that the imports from the subject countries 
during the POI are above de-minimus levels. The Authority does not find the 
contention of Indian Spinners Association as correct that there are no imports 
of Acrylic Fibre from Brazil during POI. The Initiation Notification dated 28'^ 
August, 2001 had clearly mentioned that Acrylic Fibre can be Acrylic Staple 
Fibre, Acrylic Tow or Acrylic Top. 


Domestic Industry 

13. The petition has been filed by Forum of Acrylic Fiber Manufacturers, 
New Delhi on behalf of the domestic industry. The following producers 
of acrylic Fibre in India have specifically consented to participate in the 
present Anti-dumping investigations. 

(a) Indian Acrylics Limited, 

(b) Consolidated Fiber and Chemicals Limited, 

(c) Pasupati Acrylon Limited, 

The above-mentioned companies have provided all information 
required for the purpose of the present investigation and have offered 
themselves for further information and verification, These companies 
account for a major proportion of the total Indian production of subject 
goods. None of the responding interested party has raised any point 
regarding the standing of the petitioners. Thus, the Authority holds that 
petitioners satisfy the criteria of standing to file the petition on behalf of 
the Domestic Industry in terms of Rule 5(3) (a) of the Rules supra, for 
the purpose of preliminary finding. The Authority also considers these 
petitioner companies as ‘domestic industry’ within the meaning of Rule 
2(b) supra. 


E. DUMPING & EXAMINATION OF CLAIMS MADE ON NORMAL VALUE & 
EXPORT PRICES 

Normal Value 

14. Under Section 9A(1)(c) of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 
normal value in relation to an article means; 

“(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the 
like article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub- 
section(6): or 
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(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course 
of trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or 
when because of the particular market situation or low volume of the 
sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, such 
sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall be 
either- 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when 
exported from the exporting country or territory or an 
appropriate third country as determined in accordance with the 
rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of 
origin along with reasonable addition for administrative, selling 
and general costs, and for profits, as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section (6)"; 

15. The Authority sent questionnaire to all the known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(1)(c). 
The Authority received responses from the following exporters and exporters 
association. 

i. Acordis UKLtd., UK. 

ii. M/s. Lukoil Oil Company, Bulgaria. 

iii. DuPont Deutschland Holding GmbH & Co. KG, Germany. 

iv. Dralon GmbH - Bayerwerk, Germany. 

V. International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee 
(CIRFS), Brussels. 

However, the responses filed by the exporters are found to be grossly 
insufficient and incomplete for the purpose of preliminary finding, as 
discussed in detail hereinbelow. 

Normal value determination for UK 


16. The Authority notes that none of the exporters from UK has filed 
complete response. Only M/s. Acordis, UK has responded and has offered 
price undertaking. They have not given full information as required under 
Appendix 1 to 10 and part A to H of the questionnaire. As per Rule 15(2) "No 
undertaking as regards price increase under clause (ii) of the sub-rule (1) 
shall be accepted from any exporter unless the Designated Authority had 
made preliminary determination of dumping and the injury".' Therefore, it is 
incumbent upon the Authority to make preliminary determination of dumping 
and injury. As no information about domestic sales price structure of the 
subject goods in UK, its cost of production and other information as per the 
questionnaire has been furnished, the Authority has proceeded to rely upon 
the best available information for determination of normal value. The 
petitioners have claimed normal value in respect of UK on the basis of an 
evidence of domestic sales in UK based on a-solitary sales invoice, Indian 
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Spinners Association has stated that normal value cannot be determined on 
the basis of one single transaction as it may not be a truly representative 
transaction. 

17. As per International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee (CIRFS), 
Brussels the assessment of normal value in UK contained in the petition is 
highly misleading, The normal value of dollar 2.67 in the case of UK as 
claimed in the petition is made on the basis of specialty products. The 
Authority finds that none of the exporters have given complete and sufficient 
information to enable it to determine the normal value based on the domestic 
sales price. As per the Anti Dumping Rules Annexure 1(2) sales of the like 
product in the domestic market of the exporting country have to be in the 
ordinary course of trade. The Authority is not able to accept the view of 
CIRFS unless such a claim is supported by full information as required in the 
questionnaire. The Authority confirms, in the absence of complete and 
sufficient response from the exporters from subject countries in the form and 
manner prescribed, having made the findings with regard to exports from 
subject countries on the basis of the facts available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. 
Accordingly, the Authority has considered the evidence as furnished by the 
petitioner for normal value determination, i.e. as per the domestic sales 
transaction as furnished by the petitioner. The normal value so determined 
for UK is US$ *** 

Normal value determiniation for Germany: 

18, Only M/s. Dupont and M/s. Dralon have responded from amongst the 
exporters of Germany. M/s. Dupont have informed to have not exported 
Acrylic Fibre to India as they have withdrawn from production of Acrylic Fibre 
in early 1990s. M/s. Dralon, who are legal successor of M/s. Bayer Faser 
Gmbh, have exported 994 MT to India during POI. They have given 
information about previous years export and that their business with India has 
shrunk by 26% during POI. However, they have not given complete 
information as required under Appendix 1 to 10 and part A to H of the 
questionnaire. As per Indian Spinners Association the single transaction of 
export from Germany to a third country may not be sufficient to know the level 
of trade, quantities involved and conditions and terms of sales. According to 
CIRFS, the normal value in Germany of dollar 1.66 in the petition is made on 
the basis of special products which are not comparable to the products 
generally exported to India. The Authority reiterates that as per the Anti 
Dumping Rules Annexure 1(2) sales of the like product in the domestic market 
of the exporting country have to be in the ordinary course of trade. The 
Authority is prevented to accept the view of CIRFS and Indian Spinners 
Association unless such a claim is supported by full information as required in 
the questionnaire. The Authority confirms, in the absence of complete and 
sufficient response from the exporters from subject country in the form and 
manner prescribed, having made the findings with regard to exports from 
subject countries on the basis of the facts available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. 
Accordingly, the Authority has considered the evidence as furnished by the 
petitioner for normal value determination, i.e. as per the evidence of exports 
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from Germany to a third country as furnished by the petitioner. The normal 
value so determined for Germany is US$ *** 

Normal value determination in respect of Bulgaria: 

19. M/s. Lukoil Company has given information about total quantity and 
value of exports to India, exports to other countries and domestic sales. 
Average unit price has also been given. However, the information as required 
in Appendix 1 to 10 and part A to H of the questionnaire has not been 
furnished, The Authority finds that the information is grossly insufficient and 
incomplete. The Authority is prevented from accepting the information 
furnished by the exporter from Bulgaria in view of its being insufficient and 
incomplete as according to the Anti Dumping Rules Annexure 1(2) sales of 
the like product in the domestic market of the exporting country have to be in 
the ordinary course of trade. The Authority confirms, in the absence of 
complete and sufficient response from the exporters from subject country in 
the form and manner prescribed, having made the findings with regard to 
exports from subject country on the basis of the facts available to it as per rule 
6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority has considered the available 
information as furnished by the petitioner for normal value determination, i.e. 
as per the constructed cost of production of subject goods. The normal value 
so determined for Bulgaria is US$ *** 

Normal value determination for Brazil: 

20. None of the exporters from Brazil has responded to the questionnaire. 
The domestic industry has claimed normal value in respect of Brazil on the 
basis of constructed cost of production. They have considered the price of 
major raw material Acrylonitrile on the basis of published price of this item in 
leading journal. Accordingly, the normal value so constructed is US$ *** in 
respect of Brazil, 

Export price in respect of UK and Germany : 

21. None of the exporters from UK and Germany has cooperated in 
furnishing the export price. The petitioners have determined export price on 
the basis of DGCI&S published data. The DGCl&S published data is 
available for the period April 2000 - March 2001. The imports of Acrylic Fibre 
are shown in the data under the classification 55013000 'Synthetic Filament 
Tow, Acrylic/Mod-Acryirc' and 55033000 ‘Staple Fibres of Acrylic/Mod-Acrylic’, 
The Authority has considered the export price in respect of UK and Germany 
based on this data. The petitioner has shown adjustments on account of 
ocean freight, insurance, commission, inland transportation and port handling 
charges. The Authority has allowed adjustments of $*** on account of ocean 
freight @ $50/MT, insurance .5% of GIF, commission 2% of GIF, inland freight 
2% of FOB and port charges 2% of GIF. The ex-factory export price comes 
to US$*** for UK. After allowing similar adjustments the export price at ex¬ 
factory level in respect of Germany comes to US$ ***. 
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Export price in respect of Bulgaria : 

22. M/s. Lukoil Company, Bulgaria has responded to the questionnaire but 
has given insufficient and incomplete information. They have not given 
transaction-wise details of exports made to India in the form given in 
Appendix- 2. Instead they have given total export sales, total exports to other 
countries and total domestic sales along with respective unit price. The 
Authority finds the information as insufficient and incomplete. It is however 
seen that the exporter has shown exports of 868 MT during POI. Price shown 
in the response are stated to be FCA Bourgas delivery and advance payment 
terms. In absence of clear and complete information about the GIF export 
price to India and other information as per the questionnaire the Authority 
could not consider even this limited information about the export quantity and 
export price as furnished by the exporter. The Authority therefore relied upon 
the DGCI&S data for determinihg the export price which comes to dollar *** 
GIF. After making adjustment of dollar *** on account of ocean freight @ 
$50/MT, insurance 0.5% of GIF, commission 2% of GIF, inland freight 2% of 
FOB and port charges 2% of GIF, the export price at ex-factory level comes 
to dollar ***. 

Export price for Brazil: 

23. There has been no response from any exporter from Brazil. The 
Authority has therefore relied upon the DGGI&S data for export price 
determination. As per this information the weighted average GIF export price 
comes to US$ ***. Adjustments have been made on account of ocean freight 
@ $50/MT, insurance 0.5% of GIF, commission 2% of GIF, inland freight 2% 
of FOB and port charges 2% of GIF. The export price at ex-factory level 
comes to US$***. 

Dumpinq margin 

24. Gonsidering the normal value and export price, determined as detailed 
above, the dumping margin comes as under: 


S. No 

Gountry 

Dumping Margin % 

1. 

UK 

80.80 % ‘ 

2. 

Germany 

10.51% 

3. ^ 

Bulgaria 

51.11% 

4. 

Brazil 

229.72% 


F. INJURY 

25. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

“Determination of Injury; 

(i) In the case of imports from specified countries, the 
designated authority shall record a further finding that 
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import of such article into India causes or threatens 
material injury to any established industry or materially 
retards the establishment of any industry in India; 

(ii) The designated authority shall determine the injury to 
domestic industry, threat of injury to domestic 
industry, material retardation to establishment of 
domestic industry and a causal link between dumped 
imports and injury, taking into account all relevant 
facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their 
effect on price in the domestic market for like articles 
and the consequent effect of such imports on 
domestic producers of such articles and in 
accordance with the principles set out in Annexure II 
to these rules.” 

26. The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure-ll of the 
Anti- Dumping Rules lay down that: 


a. A determination of injury shall involve an objective 
examination of both (a) the volume of dumped imports and 
the effect of the dumped imports on prices in the domestic 
market for like article and (b) the consequent impact of 
these imports on domestic producers of such products. 

b. While examining the volume of dumped imports, the said 
Authority shall consider whether there has been a significant 
increase in the dumped imports, either in absolute terms or 
relative to production or consumption in India. With regard to 
the effect of the dumped imports on prices as referred to in sub¬ 
rule (2) of Rule 18 the Designated Authority shall consider 
whether there has been a significant price under-cutting by the 
dumped imports as compared with the price of like product in 
India, or whether the effect of such imports is othen/vise to 
depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase 
which otherwise would have occurred to a significant degree. 

27. Views of the petitioners 

(i) The domestic industry was suffering from dumping of 
Acrylic Fibre from various countries and the 
Designated Authority has conducted investigations in 
respect of imports of Acrylic Fibre from USA, Thailand, 
Korea RP, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Japan, Mexico, 
Turkey and Taiwan. Evidently, the domestic industry 
has been suffering regularly due to dumping from 
various sources one after the another. 

(ii) The exporters from UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria 
are dumping Acrylic Fibre into India and the 
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Designated Authority may examine the cumulative 
effect of these dumped imports from different sources 
as required under the Anti Dumping Rules. 

(iii) The quantum of imports from each of the subject 
country is more than the de-minimus limit 

(iv) Market share of imports from subject countries has 
increased. 

(v) Production, capacity utilization and sales of the 
domestic industry declined during the POI. 

(vi) The selling price of the domestic industry has 
increased during the POI, However, the industry has 
not been able to realize a fair price even after 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports from 
various sources as imports have started from newer 
sources. 

(vii) Sales volume of the domestic industry declined by 
more than 17% during 2000-01 which was directly due 
to shifting of some of the customers to the dumped 
imports, 

(viii) Though there is no significant change in the 
employment level in the petitioner companies, 
However, should the situation continue, the domestic 
industry will have to restrict/close down production 
which would have significant adverse impact on 
employment. 

(ix) The sales of Acrylic Fibre at prices significantly below 
cost of production and fair selling price has resulted in 
heavy losses to the domestic industry. Continued 
dumping from one after other source has forced the 
domestic industry to sell the products at a price which 
does not permit recovery of even full cost of 
production. 

(x) The injury to the domestic industry is directly being 
caused due to dumped imports from the subject 
countries 


28. Views of exporters and importers: 

(i) As per Indian Spinners Association; 

Imports of acrylic fibre from the U.K. have come down substantially 
since 1997-98. The drop in import is of the order of 75%. In the case 
of Germany, there has been a small increase in imports, which is of the 
order of 8 to 9%. In the case of Brazil, there are no imports in the 
period of investigation. Bulgaria is not a regular supplier of the subject 
goods to India, and imports have taken place only in the last two years, 
i.e. 1999-2000 and 2000-2001, and the level of imports is more or less 
the same. The above facts do not show any threat of increased 
imports from subject countries. 
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> In the year of investigation, domestic production of acrylic fibre has 
increased by 20% over the previous year. 

> The Market Share of domestic producers has increased, while that of 
imports has gone down. 

> While the raw material cost increased by Rs.11 per kg., the selling 
price increased by an hefty Rs.16 per kg. 

> Profitability depends upon various factors like Managerial efficiency, 
productivity, level of technology, upkeep of machines level of 
rationalization, industrial relations etc. Hence losses suffered by the 
domestic producers, if any, cannot be said to have increased because 
of imports. 

(ii) As per M/s. Dralon GmbH, Germany compared to a mill consumption 
in India of approximately 1,20,000 T/annum their market share was about 
0.8% during the POI and with this market share they do not see any danger 
for the Indian domestic producers (as per de-minimus Rules). According to 
them the utilization rate of the Indian domestic Acrylic Fibre producers of 
around 93-94% during the period of investigation indicates the performance 
which is equal to or above the average of the world-wide industry. 


(iii) As per CIRFS. 

The market share in India of imports from UK and Germany has 
remained at a very low level. In the case of Germany, market share in 
2000/2001 can be deduced as only 1.7%, and 1.1% in the case of the 
UK. These market shares are too low to be the cause of injury to Indian 
producers and according to them the true causes of injury to domestic 
industry are: 

(a) Insufficient scale 

The average size of the plants of the Petitioners ranges from 12,000 
tonnes to 38,500 tonnes, with an average of 24,000 tonnes. This is 
well below the economic size needed to run efficient acrylic fibres 
production units. In UK and Germany plant size varies from 70,000 
tonnes to 150,000 tonnes. Some plants elsewhere in the world exceed 
200,000 tonnes. The Petitioners will continue to have serious 
problems unrelated to imports for as long as they continue to run units 
of uneconomic size. 

(b) Inadequate technology 

The Indian plants are in some cases old, some of them imported 
second-hand many years ago, and technologically obsolescent. This 
means that production costs are high, quality unreliable and that 
producers are unable to supply a full range of products. 

(c) The damage caused to Indian Textile Production is by excessive 
protection of acrylic fibre producers 
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Examination bv the Authority: 

29. The Authority has examined the information regarding the volume of 
exports from the subject country during the period of investigation and the 
preceding years. During the POI the imports from the four subject countries 
taken together were of 4195 MT. During the year 1999-2000 these imports 
were 2469 MT and 3739 MT during 1998-99 (as per DGCI&S data). These 
imports account for a market share of 3.35% in 1998-99, 2.18% in 1999-2000 
and 3.73% during 2000-01, When compared to the previous year 1999-2000 
the share in the market had shown an appreciable increase during the POI. 
However, in volume terms the imports from the subject countries during POI 
showed an increase of 69% over the imports in the previous year. The 
increase in market share though not very significant is however appreciable 
and the increase in imports in absolute terms does hold a threat for the 
domestic industry. The Authority has found that there has been an increase 
in the dumped imports in absolute terms. 

30. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like 
product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree. The Authority has compared the landed value 
of imports of subject goods from subject countries during the POI with the net 
sales realization and has found that there has been a significant price under¬ 
cutting by the dumped imports. The landed value of imports has been found 
to be significantly lower than the domestic industry’s net sales realization. 
The imports were having significantly suppressing/ depressing effect on the 
prices in the domestic market, as the domestic industry has not been able to 
raise its selling price in view of the dumped imports. 

31. For the examination of the impact on the domestic industry in India, the 
Authority also considered such further indices having a bearing on the state of 
industry as capacity utilization, production, sales, net sales realization 
profitability, etc. The Authority found that: 

(a) The selling price of the domestic industry is significantly below the 
price which would have permitted the domestic industry a fair 
recovery of its cost of production and earn a reasonable return. 

(b) The installed capacity of the three petitioner companies had 
increased during the POI, However, the total production of the 
petitioner companies declined during the POI in comparison to the 
previous year. The production of the two other domestic producers 
mentioned in Para 2 (ii) earlier, who have supported the petition but 
have not participated in the present investigation, may have 
increased during the POI. The argument of the Indian Spinners 
Association is that the production of Acrylic Fibre has increased 
during. POI, The petitioner companies account for 61% share, i.e. a 
major proportion of the domestic production of the subject goods 
during the POI and have been construed as ‘Domestic Industry’ in 
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terms of Rule 2(b) supra and so stated in foregoing Para 13 of 
these findings. Therefore, the Authority holds the view that the 
domestic industry has suffered injury on account of decline in 
production and capacity utilization. The sales volumes of the 
domestic industry as represented by the petitioner companies also 
declined during the POI by 16.25% in comparison to the previous 
year. 

(c) Though selling prices increased in the investigation period as 
compared to the previous years, the increase in the Cost of 
production was much more than the increase in the selling prices. 
In fact, it is found that the loss per unit has significantly increased in 
the investigation period. Thus, the dumped imports have prevented 
the domestic industry from effecting legitimate price increase to 
realize a reasonable price. The industry has suffered material injury 
on account of depressed selling prices resulting in non-recovery of 
cost of production and thereby suffering financial losses. 

Cumulative assessment of injury 

32. As per annexure-ll (iii), in cases where imports of a product from more 
than one country are being simultaneously subjected to Anti-dumping 
investigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess effect of 
such imports, only when it determines that (a) the margin of dumping 
established in relation to imports from each country is more than 2% 
expressed as percentage of export price and the volume of the imports 
from each country is 3% of the imports of like article — and (b) 
cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light of 
the conditions of competition between the imported article and the like 
domestic article. The Authority has found that the margin of dumping 
in respect of each of the subject country is more than 2% and the 
volume of imports from each country is also more than 3%. The 
Authority has also found it appropriate to cumulatively assess the effect 
of imports of the subject goods on the domestically produced like 
article and has found that there is a cumulative effect of injury by 
imports of subject goods on the domestic industry. 

G. CAUSAL LINK 

33. As regards the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry 

the principle (iv) of Annexure-ll of the Anti-Dumping Rules states: 

“The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
Industry concerned, shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic 
factors and indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, 
including natural and potential decline in sales, profits, output; market 
share, productivity, return on investments or utilisation of capacity; 
factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of margin of dumping; 
actual and potential negative effects on cash flow inventories, 
employment, wages, growth, ability to raise capital investments.” 
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Views of the Petitioners: 


34. The petitioners have stated that injury to the industry has been caused 
by the dumped imports of subject goods from the subject countries. As the 
landed value of the subject goods is significantly below the selling price of the 
domestic industry, the industry has been forced to keep its selling price 
significantly below the cost of production. Therefore, the industry has not 
been able to realize a non-injurious price. The price suppression suffered 
due to dumped imports has resulted in severe financial losses to the domestic 
industry. The industry has also been prevented from increasing its sales and 
production. The domestic industry has also stated that there has not been a 
contraction of demand of the subject goods and the injury to the industry 
cannot be attributed to any fall in demand. 

Examination and Findings of the Authority : 

35. The Authority has also considered the views expressed by the Indian 
Spinners Association and CIRFS as regards the causal link, which have been 
mentioned, in the preceding paragraphs. The Authority, in its views, does not 
find the reasons adduced by the said interested parties attributable to the 
injury to the domestic industry in the present investigation. For the 
examination of the impact on the domestic industry in India, the Authority 
considered such indices having a bearing on the state of industry as 
production, sales, market share, profitability, net sales realisation etc. in 
accordance with Annexure-ll (iv) of the Rules supra. The Authority has also 
found that the demand for the subject goods during the period of investigation 
(POI) has remained almost same as compared with the demand in the 
preceding year 1999-2000. 

36. After examining the various economic parameters as above the 
Authority has come to the following conclusions: 

i) The capacity utilization of the domestic industry has declined and the 
domestic industry has been prevented from utilization of higher 
capacity due to dumped imports. 

ii) The market share of the dumped imports from the subject countries 
has increased. 

iii) Sales of the domestic industry have declined during the POI. 

iv) The selling price of the domestic industry increased during the POI as 
compared to year 1999-2000. However, the same has been below the 
non-injurious price (NIP) on account of dumped imports. 

v) The industry has suffered financial losses due to price undercutting of 
dumped imports. 
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vi) The domestic industry has suffered due to price suppression. They 
have not been able to raise their selling price to recover the cost of 
production, as the landed value of the dumped imports has been 
significantly lower than the cost of production. 

vii) The above economic parameters cumulatively and collectively 
establish that domestic industry has suffered material injury on account 
of dumping. 


H. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST 

37. The purpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate dumping 
which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation 
of open and fair competition in the Indian market which is in the general 
interest of the country. 


38. The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the products manufactured using subject goods 
and consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of 
these products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not be 
reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti 
dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping 
practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help 
maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. The 
Authority notes that the imposition of anti dumping measures would not 
restrict imports from subject countries in any way, and therefore, would not 
affect the availability of the product to the consumers. 


I. CONCLUSIONS 

39. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the 
conclusion that; 

(i) Acrylic Fibre has been exported to India from subject countries 
below its normal value; 

(ii) The domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(iii) The material injury has been caused by the dumped imports 
from subject countries; 

40. The Authority considers it necessary to impose an anti dumping duty 
provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of Acrylic Fibre from 
subject countries in order to remove the injury to the domestic industry. The 
margin of dumping determined by the Authority is indicated in the paragraphs 
above. The Authority proposes to recommend the amount of anti dumping 
duty not exceeding the margin of dumping or the margin of injury whichever is 
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lesser and which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
For the purpose of determining injury, the landed value of imports is proposed 
to be compared with the non injurious selling price of the petitioner companies 
determined for the period of investigation. 

41. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that provisional anti dumping 
duties be imposed from the date of notification to be issued in this regard by 
the Central Government on all imports of Acrylic Fibre falling under Chapter 
55 of Schedule I of Custom Tariff Classification originating in or exported from 
UK, Germany, Bulgaria and Brazil pending final determination. The anti 
dumping duty shall be as in column 3 in the following table. 


S. No. 

(1) 

Country 

_ (2) 

Anti Dumping Duty 
( US $ per Kg) 

(3) 

1. 

All producers/exporters from UK 

0.684 

2. 

All producers/exporters from 
Germany 

0.143 

3. 

All producers/exporters from 
Bulgaria 

0.619 

4. 

All producers/expotters from 
Brazil 

1.275 


42. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value 
as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all 
duties of customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

J. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

43. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the 
preliminary findings:- 

(a) The Authority invites comments on these findings from all 
interested parties and the same would be considered in the final 
findings; 

(b) Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties 
known to be concerned are being addressed separately by the 
Authority, who may make known their views, within forty days 
from the date of these preliminary findings. Any other 
interested party may also make known its views within forty days 
from the date of publication of these findings; 

(c) The Authority would provide opportunity to all the interested 
parties for making oral submissions which have to be rendered 
thereafter in writing; 
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(d) The Authority would conduct further verification to the extent 
deemed necessary; 

(e) The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing 
final findings. 


L.V, SAPTHARISHI, Dcsi^’niilcd Aiilliorily 
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